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UNITED STATES BANK. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 14, 1832. 


Mr. Avams, of the committee appointed on the 15th 
of March, 1832, to examine and report on the books 
and proceedings of the Bank of the United States, sub- 
mitted the following 


REPORT: 


The subscriber, one of the members of the committee 

pointed on the 15th of March last, to proceed to 
Philadelphia to inspect the books, and to examine the 
proceedings of the president and directors of the Bank 
of the United States, and report thereon—and particu- 
larly to report whether the charter of the bank has been 
violated or not, dissenting from the report agreed upon 
by the majority of the committee, deems it his duty to 
submit to the House the considerations upon which his 
own conductin the proceedings of the committee has 
been governed, and the conclusion to which they have 
brought his mind in relation to this subject. 

It will be recollected by the House, that the appoint- 
ment of the committee was made upon a resolution of- 
fered by the subscriber as an amendment to a resolu- 
tion previously offered by the chairman of the commit- 
tee. The amended resolution adopted by the House 
was predicated on the principle avowed by the propo- 
ser of the amendment, that the original resolution pre- 
sented objects of inquiry, not authorized by the charter 
of the bank, nor within the legitimate powers of the 
House—particularly that it looked to investigations 


In these views he felt himself the more confirmed, 
because he perceived no other course of inquiry that 
could be pursued,without invading the sanctuary of pri- 
vate life, and committing outrage upon the most pre- 
cious of social rights: ‘The transactions of the bank 
with their customers, are in the ordinary course of their 
business, highly confidential; an examination into them 
by strangers, so far as it implicates the individuals with 
whom the bank has dealings, bears all the exception- 
able and odious properties of general warrants and domi- 
ciliary visits. The principle of this protection to indi- 
vidual rights, is recognized in the charter of the bank 
itself and in its by-laws. By the fifteenth fundamental 
article of the charter, a limited power is given to the of- 
ficer at the head of the treasury department, to inspect 
the general accounts and books of the bank, with an 
express exception of the account of any individual, and 
in the by-laws of the bank, there is a provision that no 
stockholders shall be permitted to inspect any aceount 
of any person with the bank other than his own. The 
| Same restriction is not indeed applied to the authority 
| given in the 23d section of the charter to the comnnit- 
tees of either House of Congress appointed to inspect the 
books, and examine the proceedings of the corporation; 
| but that section neither gave nor could give powers of 
| judicial authority to be exercised over any individual 

for purposes of crimination or of trial. The committee 
| are to inspect the books and examine the proceedings 
of the corporation, and to report thereon. But they 
are not authorized to examine or report upon the ac- 
}counts or proceedings of individuals. The examina- 
| tions by committees authorized by the charter, are 

from the context of the sections, evidently given as pre- 
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which must necessarily implicate not only the president | liminary means, for bringing the corporation, in the event 
and directors of the bank, and their proceedings, but | of mal-practice, on their part, real or suspected, before 
the rights, the interests, the fortunes, and the reputa- | ajudicial tribunal for trial—whenever a committee so ap- 
tion of individuals, notresponsible for those proceedings, | pointed, reports that the charter has been violated, the 
and whom neither the committee nor the House had | final action of Congress in the case is limited to the dis- 
the power to try, or even to accuse before any other | cretionary power of directing that a scire facias should 


tribunal. In the examination of the books and _ pro- 
ceedings of the bank, the pecuniary transactions of 
multitudes of individuals with it, must necessarily be dis- 
closed to the committee, and the proceedings of the 
president and directors of the banks, in relation there- 
to, formed just and proper subject of inquiry—not, 
however, in the opinion of the subscriber to any extent, 
which would authorize them to criminate any individual 
other than the president, directors, and officers of the 
bank or its branches—nor them, otherwise than as form. 
ing part of their official proceedings. The subscriber 
believed that the authority of the committee, and of the 
House itself, did not extend, under color of examining 
into the books and proceedings of the bank, to scruti- 


'be sued out from the Circuit Court of the United 
| States, for the district of Pennsylvania, requiring the 
corporation, to show cause why their charter should 
| not be declared forfeited. Butso justly and so wisely 
‘tender was the Congress which constituted the corpo- 
‘ration to reserve to the president and directors of the 
_ bank the enjoyment of their civil rights, that the same 

section that gives to Congress this control over them, 
‘expressly provides that for the trial of the facts at issue 
| between them and the United States, upon the return of 
| the scire facias, they shall be entitled to the benefit of a 
jury. The corporation, therefore, cannot ultimately 
| suffer by deprivation of their rights, upon the unfavor- 
| able report of any committee of Congress, nor even by 


wry Poe 
oa ee 


— 


nize, for animadversion or censure, the religious or po- | the order of Congress itself, that a scire facias should be 
litical opinions, even of the president and directors of | sued out. ‘The protective shield of the constitution, 
the bank—nor their domestic or family concerns—nor | trial by jury, is extended over them; the sacred trust of 
their private lives or characters—nor their moral, or po- | their franchises is expressly placed under the ian- 
litical, or pecuniary standing in society—still less could | ship of that power conservative of all individual rights— 
he believe the committee invested with a power to em- | the verdict of their peers. 

brace in their sphere of investigation, researches so in- | In the present case, the resolution originally offered 
vidious and inquisitorial over multitudes of individuals | by the chairman of this committee, was avowedly pre- 
having no connection with the bank other than that of _sented for another purpose—not with a view that the 
dealing with them in their appropriate business of dis- | final action of the House upon the result of the exami- 
counts, deposits, and exchange. nation should be the direction that a scire facias should 

Vor. IX. 41 : 
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be sued out to give the corporation the benefit provided | fhe Bank of the United States, there is surely no author- 
for them by the law itself, of a fair trial by jury, but that | ity given in the bank charter, to pry into the accounts 
by ransacking all the books and proceedings of the cor-| and pecuniary transactions, and to scrutinize the for- 
poration from its first organization to the present day, | tunes and characters of thousands of individual citizens 
some latent fraud, looseness, or irregularity, might be | ofthe Union, merely because they have an account in 
detected in the proceedings of the president and di-| bank, which in the examination of the books and pro- 
rectors, present or past, of the company, which might | ceedings of the corporation must accidentally be dis- 
be elaborated and wrought up into an argument against | closed. The subscriber is under a deep and indelible 
the renewal of the charter of the institution. This was | impression, that no such power is given to Congress by 
the avowed purpose of a member claiming the right of} the charter of the bank, nor does he believe that such 
being considered as a perfectly fair,cool,and impartial in- | a power can be exercised, without a flagrant violation 
vestigator of those proceedings, and, at the same time, | of the principles upon which the freedom of this peo- 
that if the result of them should be to exonerate from all | ple has been founded. 
blame the responsible officers of the company,theinqui-| It was under this impression that he moved the 
sitor should still be at liberty to vote and speak } amendment, which received the sanction of the House, 
against the renewal of the charter upon the ground of | to the resolution originally offered for the appointment 
constitutional scruples. of an investigating committee. That amendment was 
It was only by virtue of the 23d section of the act of | carried by a considerable majority of votes in the house. 
incorporation of the bank, that the House possessed the | The course of investigation pursued by the majority of 
power of appointing a committee with authority to ex-| the committee has, however, been not conformable to 
amine the books and proceedings of the corporation; | the principles of the resolution adopted by the house, 
and that section distinctly indicates the purposes for | but to those of the original resolution, which the house 
which this power was reserved. It was to furnish the | did not accept; a consequence which was naturally to 
means in the event of the commission of gross abuses | be expected, from the circumstance that a majority of 
on the part of the president and directors, to pul them upon | the committee was appointed from the minority of the 
trial. The right of trying them is not reserved to the | house—that is, from those who had voted against the 
House itself—nor can it by the House be conferred up- | amendment adopted by the house. 
onany committee. It belongs exclusively to the Judi-} The question of the principles upon which the ex- 
cial courts. It is a familiar argument to many expound-| amination was to be conducted, occurred immediately 
ers of the Constitution of the U. S. that no power grant- | after the arrival of the committee at Philadelphia, and 
ed to Congress, can be exercised for any other purpose | it was determined conformably to the view of a majori- 
than that for which it was granted. The importance of} ty of the committee, representing, so far as the views of 
this principle may be seen in the consideration that it is | the house had been manifested, a minority of the house. 
the only foundation of the argument against the consti-|_ There was accordingly no restriction to the latitude of 
tutionality of a protective tariff. It is contended that a} investigation, as it had been proposed in the original 
grant of power to levy taxes, duties and imposts, | motion of the-chairman of the committee. No objection 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defence | was made on the part of the president and directors of 
and general welfare, cannot justly be construed into a| the bank, excepting that the president did remind the 
power to levy the same duties, taxes, imposts, and ex- | committee of the confidential nature of the transactions 
cises, for the protection of manufactures, between the bank and its customers, with the assurance 
If there be any soundness in this principle, apply it| of his reliance that it would be considered and respect- 
to this reservation of power in either House of Congress| ed. All their books, and all the accounts of individu- 
to appoint investigating and examining committees on | als with the bank, called for by any member of the 
the books and proceedings of the bank. The power is| committee, were exhibited to them. Had there beena 
reserved for the purpose of enabling either House of} member of the committee thirsting for the ruin of a per- 
Congress to put the President and directors upon trial } sonal enemy, or a political adversary, and who, by this 
for delinquency—upon trial by the judges of the land—| inquisition into the accounts of all who had dealt with 
upon trial by ajury of the vicinage—It is not reserved | the bank, could have been put in possession of facts, the 
for the purpose of enabling a committee of the House to | disclosure of which might have destroyed his peace, his 
ruin the president and directors in fortune or reputation, | fortune, or his fame, the opportunity afforded him by 
by a partial, prejudiced, electioneering report; con-| this course of proceeding, would have been too inviting 
demning themas victims of political rancour, without law | to have been resisted. That there was such a member 
or justice; without judge or jury; noris it reserved even | upon the committee the subscriber does notaffirm. The 
to enable the House to determine the expediency of re-| eagerness with which private accounts were sought for, 
newing the charter of the bank. The power is not re-| and in an especial manner those of editors of newspa- 
served for that purpose; nor, if there be any soundness | pers, members of congress, officers of government, and 
in the argument against the constitutionality of the pro-| all indeed possessing political influence themselves, or 
tective tariff, can it be exercised for that purpose. In| likely to suffer in public estimation, by exposure of 
this view of the aes the House would not even have | their private and pecuniary concerns, flowed, it is to be 
possessed the lawful power of appointing the com-| presumed, altogether from patriotic principles, and a 
mittee. The committee was appointed not for the | stern abhorrence of corruption. The natural and irre- 
purpose of putting the president and directors of the | sistible tendency of all investigations conducted on such 
bank upon trial; nor was it intended by the mover of the | principles, must be to substitute passion in the place of 
resolution, that they should have the benefit of a trial justice, and political rancour in the place of impartiali- 
by jury. ; : ty. In all times of party excitement, the members of 
It is not the intention of the subscriber to press this| the legislative assembly are placed in attitudes of keen 
course of reasoning; to which, in its application to the | and ardent opposition to each other. We have con- 
tariff, he does not yield his assent. To those who hold] stant experience of the personal animosities into which 
the doctrine that the purpose for which a power is grant- | all debates on questions of deep public interest are con- 
ed forms an indispensable condition for the lawfulness tinually running. Anindividual member of this house, 
of its exercise, he leaves the argument, to bear with its | who presents himself in the attitude ofan accuser, not 
proper weight. But if undera power toappoint investiga-{ only calls for the investment in himself of an extraordi- 
ting committees, to ascertain by the verdict ofa jury, whe-| nary power; but if he prosecutes himself, the accusation 
ther the charter has been violated or not, a constructive | claims the exercise of powers which in no general sys- 
power is given to sport with the feelings,and fortunes,and | tem for the administration of equal justice can ever be 
reputation of honest and honorable men, because they | united. The spirit of the prosecutor, is not the spirit of 
happen to hold the offices of president and directors of | the judge. Whoever voluntarily assumes the former 
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capacity, disqualifies himself for the unimpeachable 

performance of the latter. , 
During the present session of Congress, two instances 
have occurred of inquiries instituted into the conduct 
of executive officers of this Government—one bearing 
upon the second auditor of the treasury, and the other 
upon the commissioner of the general land office. In 
each of those cases, the member instituting the inquiry, 
moved its reference to a committee of which he was 
not himselfa member. There was nc law, nor even any 
rule of the House which imperatively required this; 
but the members themselves felt the delicacy of their 
situations, and of their own accord divested themselves 
of that invidious combination of character which unites 
the prosecutor and the judge. The prosecution of the 
bank has been the only exception to this course of pro- 
ceeding. The chairman of the committee commenced 
his career as a prosecutor by exhibiting an indictment, 
so called by himself, of twenty-two charges against the 
bank. The bank isa corporation consisting of a presi- 
dent, directors, and company of stockholders. The 
bill of indictment, therefore, being ostensibly against 
the bank, seemed to be divested of personal animosity, 
and this, perhaps may have induced the chairman to lose 
the consciousness of incongruity in the exercise at once 
of prosecuting and of judicial powers. These obser- 
vations are deemed indispensably necessary to elucidate 
the spirit in which the examination was conducted— 
partaking throughout of this unusual union of the pros- 
ecuting and of the judicial character. Among the 
charges exhibited by the indictment, not ostensibly 
against any individual, but against /he bank, was one of 
subsidizing the press by special favors and accommoda- 
tions to editors of newspapers—another, for special fa- 
vors and accommodations to members of congress. In 
all this the chairman of the committee appears to have 
entertained the opinion that because the charges were 
in form against the bank, they were not all to be consid- 
ered as affecting the integrity of the persons upon 
whom they might chance to fall. He frequently disclaim- 
ed all intention of putting upon trial the character of the 
president of the bank, and he appears to have been 
quite unaware upon whom his denunciations might 
eventually be found to descend. The subscriber be- 
lieved that there was a great want of precision in the 
definitions by the chairman of the committee in his ori- 
ga motion, of the crimes which he denounced. Take, 
r example, the charge of subsidizing the press. If a 


ed the bank from subsidizing the press—nor was there 
any law which prohibited the president and directors of 
the bank from affording facilities and accommodations 
to editors of newspapers. 

On the other hand, there is perhaps, no class of citi- 
zens in the community, who, by the nature of their pro- 
fession, may more frequently need the aid of bank faci- 
lities, or to whom they may be more signally useful,and 
in proportion to the extensiveness of a printing esta- 
blishment, will of course, be the amount of the accom- 
modations which they may require. Why then should 
the bank be laid under an interdict for subsidizing the 
Press? Why then should the president and directors of 
the bank be chargeable with gross and palpable corrup- 
tion, because large accommodations and facilities, in the 
regular course of banking operations, have been afford- 
ed to editors of newspapers? There appears to the 
subscriber to be included in the principle of this charge 
a very dangerous assault upon the freedom of the press. 
A principle proscriptive in its nature, and the applica- 
tion of which, if once assumed by the authority of the 
Legislature, could be successful only in reducing the 
press to servile subserviency to whatever party might 
command a momentary majority in the two Houses of | 
Congress. The editors of newspapers are not respon- 
sible to Congress for the political principles which they 
may advocate or oppose. Nor can the legislature take 


violation of the law be an essential ingredient in the 
composition of crime, there was no law which prohibit- 
| 


cognizance either of their consistency or of their po- 
litical purity. ‘hey are responsible for their opinions 
to their subscribers and to the public opinion of their 
country. To hold them to this responsibility, their ri- 
vals, and competitors, and political adversaries, are suf- 
ficiently watchful, and sufficiently armed. ‘The opi- 
nions and interests of majorities in Congress will never 
lack for presses to sustain themselves. But if, in addi- 
tion to that common interest of the majority and of 
their favorite presses in the competition for public favor, 
they are to assume censorial power to punish or to stig- 
matize the editors who support the interests of the mi- 
nority;in what does this differ from an imprimatur in 
the hands of the governing power—an engine for the 
suppression of all freedom of the press, as well as for 
the oppression of every editor, whom it may suit the 
purposes of the predominant party to discredit or de- 
stroy. 

Entertaining these opinions, and believing that the 
principle on which they were founded had been sanc- 
tioned by the House itself in the resolution, as adopted, 
for the appointment of the committee, the subscriber 
did earnestly, though ineffectually, resist and oppose 
the call by the committee for the accounts with the 
bank of editors of newspapers. ‘To all persons of that 
highly respectable and important profession, their ac- 
counts in bank were, as well as to other members of the 
community, their private and domestic concerns, which 
no power to examine the books and proceedings of the 
bank could authorize a committee of this house to ex- 
pose to — gaze. Tosingle out the editors of news- 
papers for this invidious exposure was, in the opinion of 
the subscriber, t6 disfranchise them of their rights as 
citizens and as men, and was to assail them in their re- 
putation, their interest, and their credit. Not for the 
purpose of bringing them to trial by jury, where they 
might defend themselves, their fortunes, and their cha- 
racters, in presence of their peers, but to hold them up 
as accomplices in corruption with the bank. To ac. 
complish two objects by one operation—to defame the 
bank by colorable charges of corruption, which it 
would never have an opportunity to repel by a fair trial, 
according to the laws of the land—and to defame any 
editor of a newspaper having an account in bank, whose 
politics might be opposed to a majority of the commit- 


tee, instigated by the rivalry and hatred of antagonist . 


editors of other newspapers in the same city, or neigh- 
borhood. 

The majority of the committee did, the subscriber 
doubts not, with pure intentions, otherwise decide, and 
the accounts of editors of newspapers with the bank 
were called for. In reviewing this decision, and the 
proceedings of the committee subsequent upon it, he 
deems it his duty to declare, that none of his objections 
to it have, in his judgment, been removed. He views 
it as a precedent of portentous evil;.as an unjustifiable 
encroachment of arbitrary authority upon the freedom 
of the press; as an odious persecution of individual citi- 
zens, to prostrate the influence of personal or poiitical 
adversaries, by the hand of power. 

Of the class of accounts thus produced, those of one 
newspaper establishment only underwent the investiga- 
tion of the committee. Those of James Watson Webb 
and Mordecai M. Noah, editors of the New York Cou- 
rier and Enquirer, one of the most distinguished and 
extensively circulated journals of the Union. Mr. Webb 
was examined upon oath by the committee at his own 
request. Mr. Noah transmitted to the committee his 
own affidavit, made before a magistrate of the city of 
New York. Mr. Silas E. Burrows, a private citizen, 
not an editor of a newspaper, but connected with the 
responsibilities of Messrs. Webb and Noah in the bank, 
was subpeenaed to appear before the committee, but as 
the subscriber believes, with a just estimate of his own 
rights, did not give his attendance. No proposal was 
made in the committee to issue a compulsory process 
against him. As editorsof a public journal, and in that 
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character as guardians and protectors of the freedom of 
the press, the subscriber is of opinion that neither Mr. 
Webb nor Mr. Noah ought to have appeared in person 
or by affidavit, before the committee. If in their trans- 
actions with the bank they had committed any violation 
of law, they could not be examined as witnessess to 
criminate themselves; if they had committed no viola- 
tion of law, the inquisitorial powers of the committee 
did not extend to them. Their transactions with the 
bank, unforbidden by the law of the land, were no more 
within the lawful scrutiny of the committee, than the 
dwelling-house, the fire-side, or the bed-chamber , of 
any of them. ‘These, even in the darkness of heathen 
antiquity, were the altars of the household gods. To 
touch them with the hand of power is profanation. As- 
sailed, however, in reputation, as they already were, and 
had been, on account of these transactions, by their po- 
litical enemies and the enemies of the bank, from false 
and exaggerated rumors concerning them which had 
crept into public notice, it was certainly not unnatural, 
and perhaps not improper in them, to state in full can- 
dor and sincerity, what their transactions with the bank 
had been. 

From these it appeared that in August, 1831, James 
Watson Webb obtained at the Bank of the United States 
a loan of twenty thousand dollars upon his own note, 
endorsed by Mordecai M. Nosh. 

The application for this loan, made in person by Mr. 
Webb, was sustained by a letter from Mr. Noah, and 


sundry statements relating to the pecuniary condition | 


and credit of the New York Courier and Enquirer. 
The letter from Mr. Noah was enclosed to the president 
of the Bank by Walter Bowne, Mayor of the city of 








Washington. The depositions of Isaac Wright, Presi- 
dent of the City Bank, and of Albert Gallatin, Presi- 
dent of the National Bank, at New York, were accord- 
ingly taken and transmitted to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. They did not in the slightest degree impair 
the testimony of either Mr. Webb or Mr. Noah. On 
the contrary, they confirmed, so far as they could con- 
firm, that part of thei revidence which it had been the 
purpose, in requiring the affidavits from the two N. York 
banks, to invalidate. 

They proved that at both of those banks, in July, 
1831, notes offered for discount by James Watson 
Webb, with an endorser of unquestionable credit, were 
rejected. The reasons of those rejections, both the 
Presidents of the Banks, with great propriety, declined 
to give. They state that at one of the banks no note is 
discounted, if objected to by any one member of the 
Board of Directors. At the other Bank, any note is 
rejected to which two of the Directors concur in object- 
ing, and that no Director is required toassign any rea- 
son for his objection to any discount. In these answers 
of the two Presidents, the subscriber cannot forbear to 
remark a demonstration of the impropriety of the call 
by the Committee upon those gentleman for their testi- 
mony in this case. The object of the call was to im- 
peach the truth of the testimony given by the two wit- 
nesses, Webb and Noah, upon oath before the Commit- 
tee—witnesses whose veracity stood as fair before the 
Committee as that of any other citizen of the communi- 
ty,.and who, in the opinion of the subscriber, could 
consider the call itself on the Presidents of the New 
York banks, tocontradict them, in no other light than of 
a gratuitous and wanton insult upon themselves, Of the 


New York, who had been one of the earliest directors | fact that notes offered by Webb had beenrejected at the 


of the bank, with a recommendation of the application 


itself, to be considered as a business transaction. It was 
so considered by the board of directors who acceded to 
the loan desired. But the editors of the Courier and 
Enguirer had long been, as they still are, ardent and ac- 
tive political partizans, and their newspaper has been, 





N. York banks no doubt was or could,be entertained. 
The reasons of the rejection were avowedly inferences 
of Mr. Webb and Noah, which might even have been 
incorrectly drawn by them, without impeachment of 
their veracity. The Committee could not, in the opi- 
nion of the subscriber, possess the right of calling upon 
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and continues deeply immersed in that pottion of poli-| the Presidents of the New York banks for the reasons 
tical affairs immediately connected withelections. The | of their refusing discounts to James Watson Webb, or 
peculiar character sustained by the paper and its editors, | to any other man. The call itself was a violation of in- 
at the time when this application for a loan was made, | dividual right, and the refusal to answer it, though in 


was that of devoted friends to the present administra- | terms entirely respectful and dispassionate, carries with . 


tion, and particularly to the eminent citizen at its head. | itself a censure upon usurped authority, not undesery- 
This character they and their paper still retain. They | ed. 

have, of course, numerous adversaries of the opposing To this call upon the presidents of the New York 
party, and numerous rivalsintheir own. Sometime be- | banks, the subscriber hadanother objection. The chair- 
forethis application for a loan from the Bank of the { man of the committee had, by an act of Congress, au- 
United States, there had been between them and some | thority to administer oaths to witnesses, and the commit- 
of their competitors for party and public favor, a news- | tee had received from the House, authority to send for 
paper war, with regard to the conduct of their journal | persons and papers. But the subscriber did not consi- 
and the opinions of its editors with reference to the | der the committee as possessing the power of delegating 
Bank of the United States. In all this the interests of | to other men authority to take depositions from persons 
rival printing offices, and rival banks, may without! whom the committee were authorized to call before 
breach of charity, be presumed to have been very wil- | themselves, and to hear in person. No member even of 
ling auxiliaries to editorial virtue and the unsullied pu- | the committee, other than the chairman, was authorized 


rity of the public press. The politics of the paper had | to administeran oath. To administer oaths to witnesses 


been, or were thought to have been, successively hos- | was in the competency of the chairman specially author- 


tile and friendly to the Bank of the United States. In| ized by statute. To send for the persons and papers 
this state of things, it is stated by Messrs. Webb and | existing, was in the competency of the committee, au- 
Noah, that two or three of the banks, inthe city of New | thorized by the House. But to direct to be taken, and 
York denied them the accommodation of loans which | to receive as testimony depositions of persons whom the 
they had previously yielded, and refused to discount for | committee might have summoned to appear and testify 
them paper of unquestionable credit. They affirm that | before themselves, was, as the subscriber believed, to 
these city banks, in punishment of their friendliness for | transcend their lawful authority, and to set a precedent 
the Bank of the United States, withdrew from them fa-| which would lead to most pernicious abuses. This en- 
cilities previously extended to them, and required the | croachment of power could not be justified by the re- 
repayment ofa large accommodation loan for which they | quest of the chairman of the committee to the depo- 
were indebted. To discredit these imputations, re-af-| nents, that James Watson Webb and Mordecai M. Noah, 


firmed by Messrs. Webb and Noah, in their testimony | the persons whose testimony it was supposed these depo- 


upon oath before the committee, a majority of the com- | sitions would discredit, should have notice of the time 


mittee deemed themselves authorized to send a commis- | and place, when and where they should be taken. To 
sion and request the presidents of the two city banksin | give notice of a deposition to be taken to impeach the 
New York, to make affidavits before a magistrate, giving | testimony of another is the duty of a party toa cause, 
notice thereof to Messrs. Webb and Noah, and to trans-/ and not of the deponent himself. The witness whose 
mit those affidavits to the chairman of the committee at testimonv is to be discredited cannot be bound to ree 
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ceive a notification from the witness called to discredit | press—and these accommodations to Messrs Webb and 
him. ‘The volunteering of a committee to send forth ; Noah were understood to be among the most prominent 


mandates in search of contradictory evidence, to fasten | 


imputation of perjury upon witnesses of veracity, before | 


them unimpeached, has,in the view of the subscriber, 
an aspect too unjust and odious in itself to be legitimat- | 
ed by any notice given to the witnesses thus outraged | 
in their fee!ings and their rights. The whole procedure | 
was, in the opinion of the subscriber, unlawful and un- | 
just. He recorded against it his vote upon the journal | 
of the committee; and he deems it his duty to repeat 
his protestation against it in this report. 

But whatever may have been the true state of the re- 
lations between Messrs. Webb and Noah, and the local } 
banks of New York, it was with these statements and al- 
legations that Mr. Webb, in August 1831, applied to 
the president and board of directors of the Bank of the 
United States, for an accommodation loan of twenty 
thousand dollars. The president and directors consi- 
dered it as it had been viewed in the recommendation 
of the Mayor of New York—as a business transaction. 
Yet, it did not escape their attention that a political co- | 
loring might, and probably would be liable to the charge | 
of a favor dispensed, to purchase the aid and support | 


exemplifications of that nameless crime which an inves- 
tigation of the affairs of the bank would disclose to the 
world. It would happily be a fruitless search to find in 
the criminal code of this Union, or of any one of its 
constituent States, such a crime as subsidizing the press. 
When the charge was first brought forward by the 
chairman of the committee, in the House, it was impos- 
sible to ascertain of what overt or covert acts this of- 
fence, thus novel and undefined, consisted; nor, except 
in the proceedings of a majority of the committee, can 
the subscriber yet comprehend what are the elements of 
this new and still undefined offence. The majority of the 
committee, immediately after entering upon the dis- 
charge of their duties at Philadelphia, commenced a 
search into all the accounts with the bank, of editors of 
newspape#s. In the returns to this demand, it was 
found that Webb & Noah, far from being solitary cul- 
prits in this unheard of transgression, were in the very 
respectable company of the editors of the National In- 
telligencer, of the National Gazette, of the United States 
Telegraph, of the Globe, and of the Richmond Enqui- 
rer. This information was scarely in the possession of 


of the newspaper, in behalf of the bank; and if it) the committee before it fgund its way into the public 
should be denied, it would be charged as proof of hos- | journals, and thus all the editors of those well known 


tility to the administration of the General Government | 
and its chief. Sure that they could in no event escape | 
the censure of enemies predisposed to blame, they | 

nted the loan, to which, afterwards, in December, an | 
addition of fifteen thousand dollars was made. Notes | 
of Mr. Webb, endorsed by Mr. Noah, and payable to | 
Silas E. Burrows, had been previously discounted for 
Mr. Burrows, but without the knowledge of Webb or 
Noah, as they testify, to the amount of seventeen thou- | 
sand dollars. Of these sums so much has been paid, | 
that there now remains due from Messrs. Webb and 
Noah, to the bank, a sum of about eighteen thousand 
dollars, payable in semi-annual instalments, and from 
the statements laid before the committee, believed by 
the subscriber to be as safe as any other debt upon the 
books of the bank. 

The transactions of James Watson Webb and of Mor- 
decai M. Noah, with the Bank of the United States, 
formed, in the opinion of the subscriber, no proper sub- 
ject of examination by the committee, or of investiga- | 
tion to the House, further than to ascertain, whether, | 
in those transactions, there had been any violation of 
the law of the land. Within the pale of the law, if 
this be a Government of laws, ana not of men, Webb 
and Noah were not amenable for their conduct, or their 
opinions, to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, or to any committee by them appointed. 

In behalf of the United States, as large stockholders | 


inthe bank, a general superintendence over the pro-| 
ceedings of the president and directors of the bank, is, | 
no doubt, vested in the Congress. But the subscriber does | 
not believe that the president, or any director of the | 
bank, is, or can be accountable, to a committee of ei- | 
ther House of Congress, or to the House itself, for the | 
motives or reasons upon which he acceded or objected | 
toany one discount. The practice of all well-regulated | 
banks is, and must be, that declared by the testimony of | 
the presidents of the two banks in New York to be 
theirs. The reasons or motives for accepting or reject- 
ing a note offered for discount, are not subjects of in- | 
quiry at the board itself. The reasons of each director | 
are in his own breast. His own colleagues at the board 
have noright to inquire into them. They are in his | 
own discretion. 

_It is indeed within the bounds of possibility, that this 
discretion should be abused to the injury and damage of 
the stockholders. But in the transactions of the bank 
with Webb and Noah, no loss or damage has occurred 
to the stockholders, nor is any to be apprehended. In 
the original charges presented to the House by the chair- 
man of the committee, there was one of subsidizing the | 





prints stand, by an exhibition of their private accounts, 
charged before the public as conductors of presses sub- 
sidized by the bank. The committee did in no other in- 
stance than that of the New York Courier and Enqui- 
rer, go into an investigation of the reasons or motives 
for which the discounts or the loans had been granted. 
Political motives were unequivocally and explicitly dis- 
claimed by the president and directors, who assented to 
the loans; and while in this, as in all other banks, the 


| practice is uniform of never assigning the reasons either 
_ for discounts or rejection, they are not and cannot be 


made subjects of testimony. Every member of the 
board has his own reasons, which may not be known to 
any other member. One member, therefore, is not re- 
sponsible for the reasons of any other member; noris the 
board responsible for the reasons of any one of its mem- 
bers. Motives can be made a subject of scrutiny only 
upon suspicions—political suspicions, sharpened by the 
collisions of personal pecuniary interests. 

The subscriber believes all inquiry into the motives 
of bank facilities or accommodations, to be not only 
pregnant with injustice to individuals, but utterly be- 
neath the dignity of the Legislature. Their rights of 
inquiry are commensurate with the law. For actions 
within the bounds of law, to scrutinize motives, is tan- 
tamount to an inquisition of religious opinions—a spe- 
cies of moral and intellectual torture, fitted more to the 


| age of Tiberius Czsar at Rome, than to the liberal spirit 
of the present tme. The discount of notes at a bank, 


whether to a large or small amount, can in no case be 
considered as donations or gratuities. | They are con- 
tracts of mutual equivalents for the benefit of both par- 
ties, in which the bank isno more the benefactor of the 
customer than the customer of the bank. 

As the period of time is approximating at which the 
present charter of the Bank of the United States is to 
expire, the question, with regard to the renewal of its 
charter, has become an object of great and increasing 
public interest. The duties of the president and direc- 
tors of the bank, to protect and promote the interests of 
the stockholders naturally, make it an object of intense 
and earnest desire to them. Independent of all person- 
al and individual interests of their own, these obligations 
to the company require of them to use all fair and law- 
ful means to obtain a renewal of the charter. Were it 
even true that under these circumstances, they should 
indulge a disposition to the utmost bounds of liberality, 
consistent with justice and discretion, to one or more 
eminent editors of public journals, but extending only 
to discounts of their papers, at the regularremunerating 
interest, at the rate of six per cent. interest by the year, 
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a bribe? In every state in the Union there is a large 
capital of its citizens invested in stocks of multiplied 
state banks. Most of these are rivals in business with 
the Bank of the United States, and they have all boards 
of directors, and most of them are colleagued with news- 
papers, all eager for the destruction of the Bank of the 
United States. An institution doubly obnoxious to the 
system of safety fund banks in the state of New York; 
inasmuch as their discounts, at the rate of six per cent. 
a year, curtail one per cent, of the dividends which 
otherwise, by the laws of New York, they would be en- 
abled to levy upon the community. It is, therefore, not 
surprising, that in the city, and even in the state of N. 
York, that animosity against the Bank of the United 
States, of almost all the local banks should have been so 
greatas even to spread its influence into the legislature 
of the state. The same operation is active under feebler 
excitements in many other states. These are not bribes. 
But the concert of opposition from state banks, in al- 
most every quarter of the Union organized with harmo- 
nious energy, in concert with public journals, perhaps 
as numerous, and constantly operating upon the public 
mind unfavorably by means of the press, made it indis- 
pensably necessary for those to whom the welfare of the 
corporation was intrusted, to defend themselves occa- 
sionally, and from time to time in the same manner. 

If, while hundreds and thousands of the conductors 
of state banks, impelled by private and personal inte- 
rests, are filling the popular public journals under /heir 
influence, by means of discounts and facilities granted 
or withdrawn, with every change that suspicion can 
conceive, or imagination can invent, to invoke popular 
resentment and indignation against the Bank of the 
United States, to prevent the renewal of their charter, 
the president and directors of the Bank of the United 
States, are forbidden all use of the public press, for the 
defence and vindication of their own institution, they 
stand indeed in fearful inequality of condition with their 
adversaries before the tribunal of public opinion. The 
local banks of N. York, for example, grant, with lavish 
hand, bank accommodations and facilities to the editor 
of a daily perepegen: who fills his columns with all the 
common-places of vituperation against the Bank of the 
United States. They deny all facility and accommoda- 
tion to another editor, who admits into his paper essays 
or communications favorable to that bank. Does the 
editorial votary of state banks, and seven per cent. in- 
terest, slacken his fervor? his discounts at the state 
banks are curtailed: Does he falter in his zeal? a pres- 
sure for money comes upon the state banks, and his 
notes are called in. 
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is this to be construed into corruption or converted into 


the New York city banks with any such motives for 
granting, or for withholding their discounts. The sub- 
scriber not only approves, but was gratified, at their re- 
fusal to assign their reasons for declining to discount 
the notes offered by Mr. Webb. Had the question 
been asked them why they Aad discounted the notes of 
the same person before, their answer must have been 
the same. The acceptance of an offered note, is, by 
unanimous and tacit assent, without assignment of rea- 
sons, and for which the reasons of one director are not 
necessarily the reasons of another. They are not pro- 
per subjects of inquiry, so long as the discount is in vio- 
lation of no law. And this principle is equally applica- 
ble to the president and directors of the Bank of the 
United States. They are amenable to authority only 
for conformity to the law. To the stockholders they are 
further accountable for the prudent and discreet em- 
ployment of their funds. But, whiic the result of that 
management has been, for a series of years, to yield, to 
the stockholders half-yearly dividends, of three and a 
half per cent. upon their investments, while the stock 
of the bank, is at twenty-five per cent. advance upon its 
original cost in the market; and whilst the heaviest of all 
the complaints against the bank is the extensiveness and 
universality of its credit, the subscriber believes that the 
stockholders, and the most vigilant guardians of their in- 
terest, may wait until an actual loss shall haye happened 
upon any one loan or discount, before they shall be jus- 
tified in imputing either thriftless improvidence, or sor- 
‘did corruption, to the president and directors of the 
bank for having granted it. 

The constitution of the United States denies to Con- 
gress itself the power of pressing any bill of attainder, 
ex post facto law, or law abridging the freedom of the 
press. But here is a new fangled offence created ex 
post facto, under the denomination of subsidizing the 
press, to operate as a bill of attainder upon the bank, 
and as a disfranchisement to every editor of a public 
journal who may happen to be obnoxious to a political 
party in power. The fact constituting this most extra- 
ordinary crime, is the mere existence of a loan, or dis- 
count of the proscribed editor at the bank: a transaction 
entirely warranted by law, but in the consummation of 
which a committee of one branch of the legislature first 
assumes the right of scrutinizing, and then of passing 
sentence of condemnation upon the motives of both par- 
ties to the contract. As there is no law constituting the 
offence, the degree of its malignity has no rule of pro- 
portion but that of the temper by which it is prosecuted; 
it will be aggravated by every stimulant of private pique 
of clashing interest, or political prejudice, or of morbid 


Does he dare to admit into his pa- | suspicion, which can be enlisted in the prosecution. A 


a communication favorable to the mammoth bank? | committee man, being a large stockholder in a state 
e 


loses all credit with his’old bankers. Does he pre- 
sume to hint, in an editorial article, that, after all, a 
bank bound to discount at the rate of six percent. inte- 
rest, may be of some advantage to borrowers in a com- 
munity, where the established legal rate of interest is 
seven’ he becomes at once, in the estimation of the lo- 
cal bank directors, insolvent, and blasted in credit, and, 
if he offers for discount, a note of a hundred dollars, 
with the best endorser in the city, it is rejected by the 
silent vote of one or two directors, because the editor’s 
newspaper did formerly oppose, and now ceases to op- 


bank, to be deeply benefitted by the extinguishment of 
the bank of the United States; another, not linked in 
connection with a newspaper establishment in competi- 
tion with the editor to be attainted; a profound politi- 
cal economist, wedded toa system of coin, currency, 
and credit, propitious to one banking interest, and un- 
favorable to another; a mere partizan hanging upon the 
skirts of a political candidate, and following the cam 


| to share in the spoils of the victory, might all club their 


inventive faculties to swell this imaginiary trespass into 
a felony—and seldom would there lack as an ingredient 


pose, the re-chartering of the Bank of the United States. | in the composition, the corrosive sublimate ofa malicious 


And then, if the editor, cramped and crippled in his 
business by the screw thus put on his press, to save him- 
self and his establishment from ruin, applies to the pre- 
sident and directors of the Bank of the United States 
for an accommodation loan? No—they too must regard 
him as insolvent, and blasted in credit—they too must 
withhold all banking accommodation and facility from 
him, though recommended by the Chief Magistrate of 
the city of New York himself, or they will be guilty of 
the atrocious offence otf subsidizing the press. 

This statement of facts is here hypothetically put—it is 


temper, with instinctive hatred of all honor and integri- 
ty, prone always to infer actual fraud and villainy from 
the mere possibility of its existence, and even to insinu- 
ate corruption, without daring openly to affirm it. 
These are consequences which must and would follow 
from the sanction by Congress, or either of its Houses, 
of the principle that the accounts of editors of newspa- 
pers, as a separate class of men, with the bank are to 
be scrutinized by a committee of Congress, as tests of 
the political opinions or doctrines for their editorial co- 
lumns—or indications of the candidate to the presiden- 


not intended to charge the presidents and directors of | cy, to whose banners they adhere—or defeat the re- 
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chartering of the bank, by deducting from the same 
naked fact of existing loans, large or small, the dishon- 
orable conclusion, that the moiives of the president and 
directors of the bank, for granting these loans, were to 
purchase the support of the borrowers, by bribery and 


corruption. ; 
a let it, for argument’s sake, be admitted that the 


accommodation of a loan to the editor of a public news- 
paper, by the president and directors of the Bank of the 
United States, is, on their part, an act of corruption of 
which the Congress of the United States, without doing 
injustice, and without derogation from the dignity of 


their duties, can take cognizance, the subscriber be- 
lieves that it cannot justly have any bearing whatever, 
upon the question whether the Bank of the United 
States shall or shall not be re-chartered. 

Admit that, in a country where the freedom of the 
press is among the first elements of the liberty of the 


people, a committee of one House of Congress has a 


right to constitute ex post facto, a crime under the name 
of subsidizing the press, of that, which in the eye of the 


law of the land, is, and always has been innoceni—Ad- 


mit that they have power to search into the hearts of the 


president and directors of the bank for dishonest mo- 


tives to lawful actions—Admit that they have a right to 
interrogate them for reasons which no director of any 
bank is ever bound to give. 

Admit, that after the president and directors have 
submitted to these insulting interrogatories, and assign- 
ed the reasons by which they were actuated, the com- 
mittee should still feel themselves justified in groping 
day after day, for substantial evidence, to falsify the 
frank and explicit declaration of men without a slur up- 
on their fame—That piles of folio volumes, of bank ac- 
counts, should be rummaged over, nights and days, for 
a variety in the color of ink, in entries made by differ- 
ent clerks, with different inkstands, for errors in the 
spelling of a name, for interlineations and erasures ina 
waste-book or a Tickler, and all to substitute trifles 
light as air of suspicion, in the place of fact, and to im- 
pute fraud, forgery and perjury where they cannot be 
proved—Admit that the unsullied characters of men, 
long known among their fellow-citizens, for lives with- 
out fear and without reproach, may be thus breathed 
and whispered into disgrace—What has all this to do 
with the question, whether the Bank of the United 
States shall receive a new charter or not? If the presi- 
dent and any number of the directors have been guilty 
of malversation in their offices, the remedy for their of- 
fence is removal from office. They may be further re- 
sponsible to the stockholders in their persons and pro- 
perty. 

The directors appointed by the President and Senate 
are, at all times removable by the President of the 
United States alone. The president of the bank is ev- 
ery year liable to removal, both as president and direct- 
or, by failure of re-election as a director by the stock- 
holders, or as president by the directors. No other di- 
rector can be re-elected more than three successive 
yearsin four. If the board of directors have been guil- 
ty of neglect or violation of their duties, the punishment 
of their delinquency is to appoint another set of direct- 
ors in their place; not to punish the innocent and inju- 
red stockholders by refusalto renew the charter. By 
the rotation prescribed in the charter itself, not one of 
the present board of directors can remain in office at 
the time of the expiration of the charter, nor can the 
poe president of the board ever be president of the 

ank under the renewed charter, but by the suffrages of 
the stockholders, according to their respective privi- 
leges of voting. If, therefore, any misconduct had 
been discoverable in the official conduct of the presi- 
dent of the bank, the proper punishment for it would 
have been his removal from office; and the same may 
be said of any other of the directors. But for their faults, 
to punish the stockholders who had no communication 
or privity with them—for their errors, to deprive the 
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great mass of the community of the benefits and advan. 
tages secured to them, and enjoyed by them through 
the instrumentality of this great institution over this 
whole Union, would proceed from a theory of crimes 
and punishments unrivalled by the political inquisition 
of Venice, or the religious inquisition of Spain. A the- 
ory by which the crime would be committed by one 
set of persons, and the punishment inflicted upon ano- 
ther—a theory by which the stockholders would be 
mulcted in their property, because the directors had 
been faithless to their trust, and the people bereft of 
public blessing, because the confidence in the integrity 
of their agents had been betrayed. 

At the close of the long commentary of the majority 
report, upon the transactions between the editors of the 
New York Courier and Enquirer, it is observed, that, 
among the documents exhibited to the committee, and 
reported to the House, are four other cases of loans at 
long credit, made by the bank. The report neither 
mentions the names of the individuals, parties to those 
contracts, nor the correspondence and testimony rela- 
ting to them, which were laid before the committee. 
The subscriber, approving the discretion of the majori- 
ty, in this particular, will not deviate from the example 
set in the report. He will barely take occasion from it 
to remark, that the names of those individuals, and of 
their accounts and transactions with the bank, cannot 
be brought before the public by the committee, without 
gross injustice. ‘Those transactions, he is bound to be- 
lieve, were perfectly justifiable in all the parties tothe 
contract; but he was under a full conviction that neither 
he, nor the committee, had the right to inquire into 
them, whether for justification or forcensure. The ob- 
jection of the subscriber is to all inquisition into mo 
tives, for actions unforbidden by law. But in each of 
these four cases—in those of the accounts of every edi- 
tor of a newspaper, of every member of Congress, and 
of every person connected with the Executive Govern- 
ment—if the fact of the individual account is exhibited 
to the public, it is, upon the plainest principle of justice. 
the right of the individual to have alike exhibited to the 
public, all the circumstances connected with the trans- 
actions which he may deem essential to Ais justification 
But what is that justification? Is it justification limited 
by the boundaries ofthe law? No: that is not sufficient 
The account in bank must be coupled with the conduct 
and opinions of the individual, to point the finger at him 
and at the bank as for dishonorable conduct and corrupt 
purposes. So it was in the case of James Watson 
Webb and of Mordecai M. Noah. Why was it notso 
in other cases? Why are the names of other printers 
and the amount and the aspect of their debts to the 
bank, as principals or as endorsers, withheld? Why 
are other editors, having large accommodations in the 
bank, the names of their endorsers, the character of 
their settlements, the present state of their engage- 
ments, and a contemporaneous exposition of their edi- 
torial friendship, or hostility to the bank, not set forth in 
all the developments of the bank debts and editorial 
— of James Watson Webb and Mordecai M. 

oah? 

Why are not the day of an editorial discount and the 
day of an editorial puff of panegyric, or blast of abuse 
upon the bank, brought in juxta-position to each other, 
so that suspicion may yoke them together in the rela- 
tion of cause and effect, in any other case than theirs? 
The subscriber believed that there were other accounts 
of editors and printers with the bank, exhibited to the 
committee, which, compared with editorial lucubra- 
tioxs in the newspapers, of the same editors at the same 
time with the discounts, or at the present day, would 
suggest reflections quite as edifying to the spirit of re- 
form, as the debts and dissertations of James Watson 
Webb and Mordecai M. Noah. The majority report 
has buried them in oblivion. There let them remain 
The subscriber will not disturb their repose. But he 
asks of the candor of the community, and of the self re- 
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spect of the House, representing the feelings of the peo- 
ple, that no more legislative investigations may be insti- | 
tuted at the expense of the nation, under color of an ex- | 
amination into the books and proceedings of the bank 
of the U. States; into the political purity and undevia- | 
ting consistency of the conductors of the public press. 
It is with great satisfaction, that the subscriber de- 
clares his entire and undoubting conviction, as the re- | 
sult of all the examination which, under the resolution of | 
the House, and the unbounded range of inquiry sanc- 
tioned by the majority of the committee, he was able to | 
give the books and proceedings of-the bank, that no | 
misconduct whatever, is imputable to the president, or 
to any of the present directors of the bank. That, in 
the management of the affairs of this immense institu- | 
tion, now for a series of nearly ten years, occasional er- | 
rors of judgment, and possibly of inadvertance, have | 
been committed, is doubtless true—in the vast multi- 
tude of relations of the bank with the property of the 
whole community, the board of directors of the Parent | 
Bank, or of some of its branches, have sometimes mista- | 
ken the law, and sometimes have suffered by misplaced 
confidence. A spirit of predetermined hostility, un- | 
controlled by a liberal sense of justice, prying for | 
flaws, and hunting for exceptions, may gratify itself, | 
and swell with exultation at its own sagacity, in discov- | 
ering an error or arguing a misconstruction of the pow- | 
ers. In the conduct of the present president and di- 
rectors of the Bank of the United States, no intentional 
wrong, and no important or voluntary error has been 
committed. Hedeems this declaration due from him to 
those worthy and respectable citizens, in the face of. 
this House and of this nation, willing as he is to abide | 
upon it the deliberate judgment of after times. He 
deems it the more impcriously required of him as a sig- | 
nal vindication of the honor and integrity of injured and 
persecuted men. It has been impossible for him to ob- 
serve, without deep concern, the spirit and temper 
with which this investigation has been prosecuted par- 
ticularly with regard to the president of the bank. As | 
one example of which, he would call the attention of | 
the House to the testimony of Reuben M. Whitney— | 
to the manner i which it was produced, and to the | 
catastrophe in which it terminated. : 
On the 2d of April, the chairman of the committee | 
asked of them, authority to issue a subpeena to summon | 
the attendance before them of Thomas Wilson, hereto- | 
fore, in the year 1824, a cashier of the bank, to testify | 
asa witness. The subscriber inquired what it was ex- | 
pected Mr. Wilson would prove, which question the | 
chairman declined to answer. The subscriber objected | 
therefore to the issuing of the subpena, and the motion | 
for it was for that day withdrawn. iy 
The next day it was renewed, with a statement in | 
writing by the chairman of several allegations, as the | 
subscriber conceived, amounting to charges against the | 
resident of the bank, of embezzlement of the monies | 
of the institution. The subscriber inquired from whom | 
these charges had been received, which the chairman | 
declined to state. The subscriber moved that a copy | 
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tant relative of his, and one of the most eminent brokers 
of Philadelphia, had been in the habit, by permission of 
the president, of taking money out of the First Teller’s 
drawer, leaving in its place certificates of stock; of 
keeping the money an indefinite number of days, and 


| then re-placing the money, and taking back his certifi- 


cate of stock, without payment of interest upon the mo- 
neys of which he had had the use. The quintessence 
of the charge was, the use by Mr. Thomas Biddle of the 
moneys of the bank without interest. And there was 
another charge, that the president had also been in the 
habit of making large discounts upon the notes of Tho- 
mas Biddle without consulting the directors, between 
the discount days, and that the notes were entered as of 
the previous discount days. 

Mr. Wilson’s testimony completely disproved, so far 
as his knowledge went, both these charges. He 
had never known a single instance in which Mr. Tho- 
mas Biddle, or any other person, had ever been permit- 
ted by the president of the bank to use the moneys of 
the bank without payment of interest. He had never 
known a discount of a note of Thomas Biddle by order 
of the president of the bank, without consulting the 
the board of directors or the committee duly authorized 
to discount. Mr. Wilson had been removed in a man- 
ner as inoffensive to his feelings as possible, from his 
office of cashier of the parent bank in 1824, by being 
first transferred to the branch at New Orleans, from 
which he was also afterwards removed. Previous to 


‘his removal from the bank at Philadelphia, the personal 


intercourse between the president of the bank and hint’ 
had not been altogether harmonious. He had hinted 
to Mr. Reuben M. Whitney, a director then secretly un- 
friendly to the president, and to Mr. Paul Beck, a di- 
rector particularly friendly to himself, that he thought 


, the president had too much influence over the board of 


directors, and had spoken with disapprobation of the 
fact, that Mr. Thomas Biddle had occasionally received 
discounts upon transferred stocks, with checks, which, 
at the end of an indefinite number of days, were taken 
up and the cash returned, with regular payment of in- 
terest, as upon discounted notes. The checks being 
entered in the books under the head of bills receivable. 
Several cases of this kind had occurred in the months 
of May and June 1824. Mr. Wilson’s testimony was ve- 
ry clear and explicit to the integrity of the president of 
the bank, and it was totally contradictory to the state- 
ments which the chairman had framed into charges from 
the private information which he had received, and the 
name of the informer of which he had declined giving 
to the committee. But Mr. Wilson had named Mr. Paul 
Beck and Mr. Reuben M. Whitney, two of the direct- 
ors of the bank in 1824, and to whom he had incidently 
communicated his slight discontents at the period im- 
mediately before his removal. 

Mr. Beck and Mr. Whitney were summoned to ap- 
pear and testify. The character and respectability of 
Mr. Beck are souniversally known at Philadelphia, that 
all remark upon them would be superfluous. He had 
been a director of the bank in the years, 1824, 





ofthe charges should be furnished to the president of | ’25, and °26, and again in the years 1828, ’29 and 
the bank. But the paper was withdrawn by the chair- | ’50, and of course not only at the time alluded to by 
man, and a resolution was substituted in its place, which | Mr. Wilson, but for five of the years which have elasp- 
was entered upon the journal of the committee. The | ed since then, and till within less than two years past. 
objection of the subscriber to this course of proceeding | Mr. Beck remembered the communications made to 
was, at his request, entered upon the journal, and at | him by Mr. Wilson, shortly before his removal, and had 
the request of the chairman an entry was also made of | thought them to proceed from irritation. 

the grounds upon which he deemed his own course in| He had seen no cause to doubt the correctness of the 
this respect justifiable. The objection of the subscri- | official conduct of the president, and has retained his 
ber was, not that the chairman had thought proper to | perfect confidence in it unimpaired to the present day. 

listen privately to secret informers, but that he required | The testimony of Mr. Whitney was of a different 
the action of the committee for a call of testimony | character. This person had been a director of the 
deeply affecting the moral character of the president | bank in the years, 1822. ’23 and *24, and a very active 
of the bank, and yet withheld from the committee the | member of the board. He was anative American, but 
name of hisinformant. The subpena to Mr. Thomas Wil- | from the year 1808 to 1816 had beena resident in Mon- 
son was nevertheless issued. ‘The charges against the | treal in Canada—during the war, by permission of the 
president of the bank were, that Thomas Biddle, a dis-| British government, on his taking an oath to obey the 
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laws of the country, which he did not consider as 
an oath of allegiance—but he had not asked or re- 
ceived the permission to remain in Canada from his 
own government. Abouta year after the expiration of 
his services as a director of the bank, he failed in busi- 
ness. Of his present standing in the community, no 
evidence was taken by the committee. 

The story that Mr. Whitney told on his first exami- 
tion was, that some time in 1824, Mr. Wilson and Mr. 
Andrews, then cashiers of the bank, had mentioned to 
him certain transactions in the bank in which T. and J. 
G. Biddle were concerned, which they were not willing 
should exist without some member of the board being 
informed of them. Upon his inquiring what they were, 
they replied that T. & J. G. Biddle had been in the ha- 
bit of coming to the bank and getting money, and leav- 
ing certificates of stock, which represented it in the first 
Teller’s drawer, without paying interest, and without be- 
ing entered on the books. That they had also stated 
that the Messrs. Biddle had had notes discounted for 
them by the president which were entered on the 
books of the preceding discount-day: that upon Mr. 
Whitney’s asking them what sums there were of the kind 
in existence at that time, they went with him to the first 
Teller’s drawer, and found one sum of 45,000 dollars, 
dated 25th May, and one for 24,000, dated 26th 
May: that they then went to the discount ‘clerk’s desk, 
and found one note at 15 days,dated 13th May, for 20, v00 
dollar,jof T. Biddle, and one note of Charles Biddle, 
dated 2ist May, at sixteen days, for $38,319: that the 
two former sums represented cash, and the two latter | 


Mr. Whitney declared, a memorandum at the time had 
been taken by him. Such a memorandum he produc- 
ed, and left with the committee ona small slip of paper, 
worn out and torn, and it is among the papers reported 
by the committee; and as it formed the main stay of Mr. 
Whitney’s first testimony, a copy of the whole ofit is 
here subjoined. 


** May 25, 45,000. 
‘© 26, 24,000, 
May 13, 15 days, $20,000 collateral. 
“ 21, C. Biddle, 58,319, 16 days 5—8 June.” 


Of the two first notes, Mr. Whitney declared, in an- 
swer to a leading question from the chairman, that no 
entry Imad been made upon the books: that he took his 
note of them from a memorandum in the teller’s drawer, 
and that on making the discovery, he directed the officers 
of the bank, one or both cashiers, to enter this money 
upon the books: that it was done—that he did not see 
it done, but subsequently saw on the books, the entry 
of ‘bills receivable,” which he knew was the entry 
made by his order. 

He further stated that immediately after making this 
discovery,and giving this order, he had gone intojthe pre- 
sident’s room, where he found him alone: that he told 
him what he had discovered and done, and requested 
that no such transaction should be repeated while he 
was a director of the institution. That the president 
did not deny the facts as he had stated them—that he 
colored up very much, and promised that no such thing 
should happen again. 

This testimony appeared to be in all respects so extra- 
ordinary, and so deeply to affect the moral character of 
the president of the bank, in which the subscriber had 
been long accustomed to repose the most unbounded 
confidence, that he deemed it proper to trace its intro- 
duction, so far as rene: to its origin. As the question 
of the chairman of the committee which drew forth this 
testimony indicated that he had previously been made 
acquainted with it in detail, and as he had, on first sta- 
ting his expectation to prove these charges, declined 
naming the witness by whom he expected to prove 
them, the subscriber resorted, by interrogation of the 


witness, to ascertain that which the chairman had de- 
ox, IX. 42 


were notes which the two cashiers stated to him had 
been discounted by order of the president. Of all this, 


nich tie dik ch lec ties, on Viileal codeine: communicating to the committee. He inquired 
of Mr. Whitney whether he had previous communica- 
tion on the subject with any member of the committee? 
What had been his motive for giving the testimony? 
Whether it had been voluntary or solicited? To these 
questions he answered that he had made previous com- 
munications to the chairman at his apartment, in pre- 
sence of another member of the committee; that he had 
no particular, but general motives for giving the testi- 
mony; that he did not recollect whether it had been 
voluntary or asked of him; but upon being pressed by 
a further question, he answered, that Judge Clayton 
had been recommended to him by a letter from Mr. 
Benton. This disclosure was then confirmed by the 
chairman. 

The subscriber requested that his objections to the 
admission of this evidence, while anonymous, should be 
entered on the journals of the committee, and an ex- 
planatory entry was also made at the request of the 
chairman, 

Mr. Whitney appealed with great confidence to his 
memorandum, and to the books of the bank correspond- 
ing with it, to confirm his story; but there was nothing 
in the memorandum to show that it had not been taken 
from the books of the bank. There was internal evi- 
dence in the memorandum that it could not have becn 
taken before the 26th of May; and there was evidence 
on the books of the bank that it was probably taken 
from them on the 27th of May—that was the only day 
on which one of the books of the bank corresponded 
with the memoradum of Mr. Whitney. 

But Mr. Whitney testified that no entries had been 
made of the certificates of stock in the teller’s drawer, 
of the two sums 45,000 and 24,000 dollars minuted on 
his memorandum, on the books, until after he kad or- 
dered the entries to be made; while the books of the 
bank proved that entries ot both those stims had been re- 
gularly made on those respective days, the 25th and 26th 
of May: Mr. Whitney’s own testimony showed that he 
had seen the books after the entries were made, and 
there was nothing except his own declaration, to show 
that he had not taken his memorandurn from them. 

Mr. Andrews and Mr. Wilson, the two cashiers from 
whom Mr. Whitney alleged that he had received the 
first information of this embezzlement of the moneys of 
the bank, denied in the most explicit and unqualified 
terms, that any such transaction had ever taken place— 
denied not only that they had ever given to Mr. Whit- 
ney such information as he had affirmed to have received 
from them, but the existence, at any time, of any facts 
which would have justified them in given stch informa- 
tion. 

Mr. Burtis, the first teller, and Mr. Patterson, the 
discount clerk, at whose drawers Mr. Whitney’s narra- 
tive represented him as having made his discoveries, 
and given his orders for making the entries, with equally 
earnest asseveration, denied that any such transaction 
had ever taken place, so far as they were concetned. 

The president of the bank, confronted with Whit- 
ney, declared, upon oath, that there was not one word 
of truth in his statement of his interview with him. And 
Mr. Whitney was left with his ragged memorandum, 
and his oath, falsified by the concurring oaths of the five 
individuals, who with certainty of knowledge could con- 
tradict himi. 

Nor was this all. Mr. Whitney’s statement was con- 
fined by the purport of his memorandum, and the con- 
text of the books of the bank, to a date of time of no 
wider range than the 26th or 27th of May, 1824. The 
president of the bank, on a subsequent day, proved, by 
the correspondence of the bank, that from the 22d to 
the last day of that month, he was not at Philadelphia, 
but on a visit to the City of Washington, on the business 
of the bank. For these discrepancies from the testi- 
mony of Mr. Whitney, as upon his examination he term- 
ed them, he did not attempt to account. He withdrew, 
however, the statement that he had ordered the entries 
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of the two sums of 45,000 and 24,000 dollars, to be | 


made upon the books, and placed the affirmance in an 
alternative position, to meet the evidence as it appeared 
in fact upon the books. He now said he had ordered 


' 


| 


ciscly because details make their way most easily to the 
credit of the hearer, and it has long been remarked by 
keen observers of human action, that he who accustoms 
himself to make truant of his memory is often-times the 


the entries to be made, or had found them already made, | first to credit his own lie. 


and confirmed them. But he never attempted to show 


Whether it was so with Mr. Whitney, the subscriber 


to the committee whence or how he, as a single direc- | cannot undertake to say with certainty; but certain it 


tor, had derived the authority of ordering the keepers 
of the respective books to make any entry upon the 


is that an affirmation most material, and most confident- 


ly made, in the first examination of Mr. Whitney, that 


books whatever; an authority which all the keepers of | the notes which he had discovered in the Teller’s 


the books denied to belong to a director. 

The question was put to Mr.Whitney, whether, upon 
his making his discoveries. he had considered himself as 
having fully discharged his own duty, as a director, by 
a more private expostulation with the president, without 
making known the transaction to the board of directors 





| drawer had not been entered on the books when he 


discovered them, and that they were so entered by his 
direction, was retracted by himself after it had been 
blasted by the production of the entries upon the face 
of the books themselves. Yet the retraction itself was 
frank and candid. It was by assuming an alternative, 


at all: to which he answered, that he had not considered | which while it abandoned all pretence of sustaining the 


the subject in that point of view. 

Mr. Whitney, to sustain his character, produced evi- 
dence that he hadbeen very extensively engaged in busi- 
ness; had paid large sums for duties on imported articles 
to the government of the states; that, while a director 
of the bank, he had been a very active and industrious 
member of the board, and that he had been employed by 
the board in confidential trusts, which he had faithfully 
executed. Asa last resort to sustain his charge of em- 
bezzlement against the president of the bank, although 
he admitted he had never mentioned it to the board of 
directors, he insisted that he had, soon after it happen- 
ed, spoke freely of it to others, and particularly to Mr. 
Wilson Hunt, who, he requested, might be called, and 
who accordingly was called as a witness before the com- 
mittee. 

Had there remained a fragment of doubt upon the 
mind of the subscriber with regard to the character of 
the testimony of Mr. Whitney before the examination of 
Mr. Hunt, it would have vanished upon hearing what he 
testified. It was, that Mr. Whitney, some years since, 
at the time when he was a director of the bank, had 
confidentially shown him a memorandum of some loans 
on stocks, which /e said had been made to Mr. Thomas 
Biddle, by the president, without the knowledge of the 


| 


fact, was yet unwilling to abandon the offensive impu- 
tation. When the impossibility of his pretended inter- 
view with the President, of rebuke on the part of 
Whitney, and of tacit confession and blushing promise 
of future amendment on the part of Mr. Biddle, was 
demonstrated by the President’s absence from Phila- 
delphia at the time, Mr. Whitney was not prepared 
with any subsequent invention of details to supply its 
place. He admitted that there was a discrepancy be- 
tween this demonstration and his previous ass¢verance, 
but he neither attempted to reconcile them, nor to for- 
tify his own statement by explanation or commutation 
of its terms. His dishonoured memorandum found no 
endorsement for the honour of the drawer. 

Other charges of partiality by the President of the 
Bank, in behalf of his distant relatives, ‘Thomas Biddle, 
& Co. had also been scattered abroad upon the no bet- 
| ter foundation than the fact that Thomas Bibble & Co. 
are, and have for years, been among the brokers of the 
first eminence and most extensive business at Philadel- 
phia, or inthe Union. That their transactions of busi- 
ness have been and are every year to the amount of 
many millions. That their deposites in bank have 
been to similar amount, and that they have occasionally 
been responsible to the Bank for more than a million of 


directors. -Mr. Hunt thought that Mr. Whitney had | dollars at once. Brokers of this description are, to all 


further averred that these loans had not been entered 
on the books of the bank, but he did not recollect that 
he had told him that he had ordered them to be entered 
on the books, and he was very sure he never had told 
him that the loans were without payment of interest. 
Mr. Hunt had been impressed with the idea, derived 
from Mr. Whitney’s communications to him, that he 
was not friendly to the president of the bank; and he 
said he had thought them serious enough. But Mr. 
Hunt manifested astonishment at the very question, 
whether Whitney had told him that the loans were made 


fact, but with a very natural asseveration, that if it had 
been so stated to him, it was impossible he should have 
forgotten it. 

The subscriber, in charity to the infirmities of human 
nature, would wiltingly believe that the testimony of 
Mr, Whitney, upon his first examination, was the result 
of self-delusions, produced by long cherished and pam- 
pered suspicions of trivial error, till imagination, sup- 
plying the place of memory, had swoln them into impu- 
tations of embezzlement and fraud. Mr. Whitney had 
been stimulated to bear testimony against the bank from 
abroad. The more aggravated the charges which he 
could bring to bear on 
dent of the bank, the p 
success in defeating the renewal of the charter, and the 
more acceptable to the spirit of party would be the ser- 
vice he might render by the testimony he should give. 
The defaced and tattered memorandum, taken in years 


airer would be the prospect of 


ublic opinion against the presi- | 


plenitude of its power and operations, is but a broker 
upon a larger scale. Among the transactions of. Messrs. 
Thomas Biddle and Co. with the bank, there was a 
deposite made by them to a considerable amount, upon 
which, by agreement, an allowance was once for a short 
time made to them for interest. It appeared upon ex- 
planation, that the money thus deposited was in the 
possession of Thomas Biddle & Co. as agents of a cer- 
tain foreign government, and that the pressure on the 


essential purposes, bankers themselves, as a bank in the 


the interest was allowed, would have been of more 
value to them than that interest, and the bank having 
urgent occasion for the use of the mcney, the interest 
upon it for a few weeks was allowed, as a considera- 
tion for its being left in bank for employment there, in- 
stead of being withdrawn for the use of the depositors, 
It was substantially a loan for a time, the principal pro- 
fit of which was on the side of the bank, and in which 
the allowance of interest was not equivalent to the pro- 
fit which Thomas Biddle & Co. would have realized 
from the same money by withdrawing it. 

That in the cases of moneys paid out to them from the 
teller’s drawer, upon equivalent deposites of stocks, 
transferred, it was done for transactions in which the 
Biddles were purchasing bills for the bank, acting not 
for themselves, but as agents for the bank. In such 
cases the cash was wanted to pay for the bills purchased. 
The brokers not having the cash_on hand, received it 





money market was very great. 
without payment of interest. He not only denied that} That the use of the money for the time during which 


long past from the books, would give a sort of mysteri-| from the bank itself, leaving United States’ stocks of 
ous pre-emption right of credibility to any colourable | equal value in its * place, for a few days, until the bro- 
detail of circumstantial narrative to be connected with | kers agents for the bank restored the cash, took back 
it. The instinct of calumny is inventive of details, pre- | the certificates of stock, and,paid interest for the cash 
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they had received, for every day during which it had | should itself be trusted with great reserve. A man 
been withdrawn. | conscious himself of integrity of purpose, should not 

The complicated character of the pecuniary opera- | readily admit into his mind the belief that others are 
tions between the House of Thomas Biddle & Co. as | reckless and unprincipled. Above all, does he believe 
brokers, and the bank, must also be remembered in that a man of honest and candid mind, who has been in- 
considering the very large amount of their notes dis- | duced by false representations to admit and to counte- 
counted at the bank. They might appear on the books | nance imputations upon the honour of another, owes 
of the bank indebted to it, for the amount of a million, | him, when disabused by the evidence of unquestiona- 
when their real debt might not amount to a thousand | ble testimony, the signal reparation of a candid acknow- 


dollars—the money for which they appeared indebted | 
being only the sums requisite to pay for the bills pur- | 
chased for the bank itself. 

In reviewing the whole investigation by the commit- 
tee of the transaction between the Bank of the United 
States and the brokers, there is one consideration | 
which most forcibly struck the mind of the subscriber, 
and which he thinks pre-eminently worthy of the con- 
sideration of Congress, and of the nation. ‘The charge 
of favoritism to certain brokers, of connivance with them 
to speculate and prey upon public interest, for purpo- 
ses of usury and extortion, formed a very prominent 
item in the original resolutions of the chairman of the 
committee upon which this investigation was instituted. 
It was one of those charges which, in its essential na- 
ture imported, not simple inadvertance and indiscre- 
tion, error of judgment or mismanagement in the pre- 
sident and directors of the bank, but the sordid pecu- 
lations of a swindler. It was impossible that those 
charges should be true, if the President of the United 
States Bank, was a man of common honesty. 

There was no sparing of commentary upon the scan- 
ty coincidence of facts which the proposer of the reso- 
lution was willing to consider as giving sufficient colour 
to the charge to entitle it to the honour of an inquiry. 
That there had been, and still were, large dealings be- 
tween the brokers and the bank was sufficiently noto- 
rious. That the bank and the brokers had competitors, 
rivals, and enemies, whose rancor was sharpened by 
all the stimulants of avarice and ambition, was not less 
apparent. These passions never fail to have watchful 
observers in their train. Whispers it now appears, had 
been in circulation even from thé year 1824, ripening 
for a term of seven years into rumours of combined and 
concerted frauds, and. embezzlement of the funds of the 
bank to the private purposes of the president of the 
bank; and the principal brokers of Philadelphia. What 
was their foundation? Extensive dealings between the 
bank and the brokers—of course very large discounts 
to the brokers. Interest to the amount of a few hun- 
dred dollars once or twice allowed for the use of money. 
by the bank to the brokers. Cash taken out of the 
bank by the brokers for a few days, upon deposit of 
stock left in its place. Enormous loans to the brokers, 
sometimes even at a rate of interest less than 6 hd cent. 
ayear. Superadded to all which the name of the pre- 
sident of the bank was Biddle. The name of the sup- 
posed accomplice broker was Biddle, and they were 
descended from one great grandfather. To the suspi- 
cions of awakened jealousy here were abundant ele- 
ments for the most nauseous compound of fraud and 
corruption. 

Secret communications are accordingly made to the 
proposer of the resolution for inquiry, and with a pre? 
disposition of hostility to the bank, a plausible denunci- 

ation of guilt and dishonour on the part of the president 
of the bank, assumes the formidable aspect of a public 
accusation, and invokes the sanction of a legislative in-, 
vestigation. Had the reflection once occurred, that to 
all these great operations, between the brokers.and the 
bank, the government itself was a party though un- 
seen, the mystery would have been explained, without 
needing a resort to the injurious suspicion that a man 
honored annually by aseries of re elections to a station 
of high trust and confidence, was reducing himself to 
the level of a common counterfeiter of coins. The 
subscriber believes that suspicion, though a necessary 
auxiliary to the faithful discharge of a public trust, 





ledgment of error. 

He never, for a single instant, believed that those dis- 
honourable imputations upon the president of the bank 
were founded in truth; but when he found them em- 
bodied in the positive declarations of a witness upon 
oath, and fortified by a bold exhibition of a contempo- 
raneous memorandum, and a confident appeal to the 
books of the bank, he scarcely dared to indulge the 
expectation that this desperate lunge against a citizen 
of unsullied honour could have met so immediate and 
so total a discomfiture. 

To be Continued. 








From the Philadelphia Gazette. 
PROCEEDINGS OF COUNCILS. 
Thursday, May 3, 1832. 

SELECT COUNCIL.—Mr. Wornett presented a 
petition praying that Locust street-from Broad street to 
Schuylkill Eighth street be paved, which was referred 
to the Paving Committee. 

Mr. Perrir presented the annexed petition which was 
referred to the same committee. 

To the Select and ome Councils of the City of Phila- 
delphia. 

The memorial of the subscribers respectfully repre- 
sents, That the present regulation of the wharves on 
Schuylkill, is well calculated for landing coal and heavy 
freight from boats, being a convenient height above 
high water mark, and whereas the regulation of the 
public streets below the Permanent Bridge, is consider- 
ably above the private wharves, consequently there will 
be much difficulty in gaining access to the pavement 
with loaded carts, and should it become necessary to 
raise the private wharves so as to correspond with Ches- 
nut, Walnut and Locust streets, there will be much in- 
convenience and great loss sustained in the unloading of 
boats, and as uniformity in the landings on the Schuyl- 
kill would be not only a convenience but add much to 
the appearance, your memorialists beg the City Coun- 
cils to take the subject into consideration and make 
such regulations in the streets above mentioned as will 
reduce them to the level of the private wharves. 

The following communication from the Commissioners 
of- Moyamensing was received, and was referred to the 
same committee. 

To the Select and Common Councils of the City of Phila- 
delphia. 

Gentlemen—The township of Moyamensing has made 
frequent attempts to obtain from the city of Philadel- 
phia a removal of the nuisance, that exists on Thirteenth 
street. 

The Commissioners of the township have applied to 
your honourable bodies on more than one occasion; and 
the inhabitants residing on that street,in the neighbour- 
hood of Cedar street, have represented to you,that it is 
often impassable, that their property is damaged, their 
cellars filled with water, and that their healths are in- 
jured in consequence of the line of Thirteenth street 
being turned intoa drain for the refuse water of the 
city. 

The Commissioners of Moyamensing would have ap- 
plied some remedy for this grievance before this time, 
had they not been under the conviction that the city 
ought to provide for the discharge of her own sur- 

| plus water. They were of opinion that as the city 
paved her streets, erected houses, and covered her 
whole plot with improvements, she would find the 
| means of conveying away the water thus drained 





oa 


mes eee 


ee ath aenetee ag 


(i 


Peqeeernp-eprrage = 





ot 


TF nant Ce 
— - lina § 
oe < 


aioe 


es 
2 9c any. 

= ’ 3 

os Se Res 


= 2x. 


t 








Pet : ae ; 
vale c="s Cres SM a 

oa wn aa Re ep oa 
“ ; 


a 
z 


332 PROCEEDINGS OF COUNCILS. (Mar 








into her gutters without incommoding her neigh- | annexed communication which was referred to the com- 
bours. They did not believe that the city would } mittee on the Drawbridge Lot. 


draw from her works erected on the Schuylkill large | 
supplies of water, for furnishing the different manufac- | 


turing establishments, and others within her bounds, | 
and after it has been used by them, and has been infused | 


| The Honourable the Select end Common Councils of the 


City of Philadelphia. 
The petition of the subscribers, respectfully sheweth, 
That on the twenty-fifth day of September, Anno 


and corrupted with mineral and vegetable poisons, that | pomini 1818, they entered into an Indenture of Lease 


she would throw it upon an adjoining district. But 
there was another reason that induced the belief that 
the city would take charge of this water, and that was 
the fact, that the original plans of the heights and levels 
of the city have begn changed,so that the point of inter- 
section of Thirteenth and Cedar streets is lowered by 
the present regulation at least two feet, and thus the 
quantity of water which would naturally be thrown to 
that point is greatly increased. 

For these reasons, the Commissioners of Moyamen- 
sing have ever thought, and still feel confident, that the 
city of Philadelphia will do what is just and right. 
They have therefore appointed the undersigned a com- 
mittee to address your honourable bodies, and to re- 
quest you to appoint a committee to meet this commit- 
tee, for the purpose of devising some plan for carrying 
off the water, which is at present the source of so much 
evil and inconvenience. _ 

With sentiments of much respect, we subscribe our- 
selyes your ob’t servants, 

JACOR THOMAS, 

EDWARD SMITH, 

JAMES MAXWELL, 
Committee, 

April 26, 1832. 

The resolution attached to the report of the commit- 
tee on Markets, which was passed by the Common 
Council at their last meeting, was concurred in by the 
Select Council. 

The ordinance which was passed by the Common 
Council was referred by the Select Council to the com- 
mittee on the revised ordinances. 

Mr. Jounson offered the annexed resolution which 
was adopted. 

Resolved, by the Select and Common Councils, That 
the Mayor be, and he is hereby authorized to draw his 
warrant on the City Treasurer for the amount of taxes 
due on the estate of the late Stephen Girard, and for 
the amount of such expenses as he may have incurred, 
in relation to the said estate,and that the same be charg- 
edto the Girard fund, 


‘The Select Gouncil did not concur with the Common 
Council in the amendment of the resolution attached to 
the report of the Library Committee, but adhered to 
it as originally reported, and appointed a committee 
of conference, and Messrs. Pettit and Massey were ap- 


with the City Commissioners in behalf of the Mayor, 
Aldermen and Citizens of Philadelphia, for the use of 
a certain public lot of ground, situate on the east side 
of Water street in the city of Philadelphia, bounded 
westward by Water street, southward by the Dock com- 
monly called the Horse Dock, and northward by ground 
now owned by John Kern, containing fifteen feet on Wa- 
ter street, and running eastward fifty feet, together with 
the appurtenances in which said Indenture are contain- 
ed inter alia the following covenants, to wit:—‘‘And it 
is further covenanted and agreed between the said par- 
ties, their executors and administrators, that at the ex- 
piration of the said term of twenty-one years, the im- 
provements so to be erected on said lot of ground shal} 
be justly and fairly valued, and each party furnished 
with a copy of such valuation, and the said Mayor, Al- 
dermen and Citizens of Philadelphia covenant, promise 
and agree to, and with the said Gabriel Kern, Jr. and 
George A. Snyder, their executors, administrators and 
assigns, that on such valuation and estimate being made 
and on their receiving a copy of the same, that they 
will pay or cause to be paid to the said Gabriel Kern, 
Jr. and George A. Snyder, or to the survivor of them or 
their executors, administrators or assigns of such sur- 
vivor, at the end of the said term of twenty-one years, 
the sum so ascertained to be the value of the said im- 
provements: Provided, that the said Mayor, Aldermen 
and Citizens of Philadelphia shall not in any event be 
liable to pay for the said improvements more than the 
sum of three thousand dollars.” 
‘‘And also that the said Gabriel Kern, Jr. and George 
A Snyder shall not nor will at any time during the con- 
tinuance of the said term assign the hereby devised 
premises to any person or persons whomsoever, without 
the license and consent of the said Mayor, Aldermen 
and Citizens of Philadelphia in writing for that purpose 
first had and obtained.” And that your petitioners have 
improved the said lot of ground agreeably to their con- 
tract in the said indenture mentioned, and have per- 
| formed all othertheir covenants and agreements in the 
| same mentioned since they have occupied the said lot of 
ground, and that they are desirous of parting with the 
residue of the term, in pursuance of which they re- 
spectfully beg leave to offer to Councils the said im- 
provements and the residue of said term, upon the 
principles set forth in said lease, to wit, the appoint- 


pointed the committee on behalf of the Select Council | ment of appraisers to ascertain the value of the same. 


and Messrs Hornand Leiper on the part of the Common 
Council. 


| Your petitioners therefore pray Councils to adopt such 
mesasures as they may deem expedient and necessary, 


The following resolution reported by the Girard com- | or in the alternative to allow your petitioners to dispose 


mittee at a previous meeting was adopted: 

Resolved, by the Select and Common Councils of the 
city of Philadelphia, That the Executors of the late 
Stephen Girard be, and they are hereby authorized, in 
their capacity as executors, to cause the square of | 
ground between High and Chesnut, and Eleventh and 
Twelfth streets, to be built upon and improved agreea- 
bly to the plan, contracts and arrangements of the tes- 
tator; to employ and compensate all suitable agents, to 
contract for work and materials, and to pay for the same 
out of funds that may be in their hands as executors; 
and that the rec#ipts which they shall obtain, for all 
payments made by them, in the prosecution of the said 
improvements, shall be accepted by ‘‘The Mayor, Al- 
dermen, and Citizens of Philadelphia,” as a part, of the 
amount of said receipts, of the residuary estate devised 
and bequeathed by the said testator, to the said ‘‘The 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of Philadelphia.” 


COMMON COUNCIL,—Mr. Sexton presented the 


of the same to whomsoever they shall think proper, 
and your petitioners will ever pray. 
G. KERN, Jr. 
GEORGE A. SNYDER. 
Mr. Suttrvan, from the Girard committee made the 
following report, which was laid on the table. 


To the Select and Common Councils of the city of 
Philadelphia. 
The committee on Girard’s Legacy respectfully re- 
ort, 
r That they have had under consideration the Resolu- 
tion referred to them by the Common Council, on the 
fourteenth day of February last, authorising and direct- 
ing the Mayor to have all the Real Estate of the late 
Stephen Girard insured from loss or damage by fire. 
The committee have ascertained that it was not the 
practice of the testator to insure any of his property 
against loss or damage by fire; and they believe that in 
declining to do so he proceeded upon just calculations 
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as to the chances of loss from that cause, compared 
with the great amount of premium which would be 

aid if insurance were effected. ‘The committee there- 
ore return the resolution committed to them to the pos- 
session of the Council, by which it was so referred— 
together with the expression of the opinion of the com- 
mittee that it would not be expedient to insure. | 

When the resolution reported by the Girard commit- 
tee, which was passed by the Select Council came up 
for concurrence, Mr. Baker called for the yeas and nays 
onthe question, and was adopted. Yeas, Fearon, Leh- 
man, Page, Hood, Horn, Mayberry, Moss, Okie, Ryan, 
Sexton, Sullivan, Wainwright, Wetherill,and Leiper, 14. 
Nays, Messrs. Baker, Fritz and Oldenburg, 3. 


' SELECT COUNCIL. 


p Thursday, May 10, 1832. 

Mr. Petrrr as Chairman of the Committee on the 
revised ordinances, reported the ordinance as passed 
by the Common Council without amendment, which 
was passed. 

Mr. Nerr as Chairman of the Committee to survey 
Water street, made the annexed report and resolution 
which were agreed to. , 
The Committee appointed by the Select and Common 

Councils to cause Water street to be surveyed from 

Vine to Cedar street, and to prepare a plan for lay- 

ing the same out anew in conformity to the will of 

Stephen Girard, report: 

That they have attended to the subject in conjunc- 
tion with the City Surveyor and after matute delibera- 
tion have agreed to recommend to Councils the adop- 
tion of aplan upon the principle, that the cartway in 
Water street shall beat least eighteen feet wide between 
the curb stone on the east and west sides of Water street, 
that being at present the established width from Vine 
to Dock street, and that the footways both on the east 
and west side of Water street shall be hereafter ten 
feet six inches in width which will make the whole 
width of Water street, within these limits thirty-nine 
feet, corresponding with the will of Stephen Girard, 
and as the same is fixed or nearly so before his late 
dwelling in North Water street, and his stores on the 
west side thereof. That part of Water street extend- 
ing south from Dock street to Pine street is now fifty- 
feet in width, and Penn street whichis considered a 
continuation of Water street from Pine to Cedar street | 
is also fifty feet in width, these streets to remain as they | 
now are, except that the footways shall conform'to the | 
other footways in Water street, so as to have them an | 
uniform width throughout from Vine to Cedar street of | 
ten feet six inches. 

The committee submit also a description of Water | 
street from Vine to Cedar street made out by Samuel 
Haines, City Surveyor, showing distinctly the various 
distances the buildings should recede from the curb 
= in accordance with the intention of Stephen Gi- 

The committee offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, By the Selectand Common Councils, That | 
the committee be and they are hereby authorized to 
prepare aplanand an ordinance agreeably to the prin- | 
ciples laid down in the preceding report and submit the | 
same at the next meeting of Councils for their adop- 
tion. 

The following isa description of Water street, as 
surveyed and laid out conformably to the will of the 
late Stephen Girard, Esq. under the direction of a Com- 
mittee of Councils appointed for that purpose. 

Beginning at the south line of Vine street at the 
eastern face of the building on the west side of the said 
Water street, thence in a straight line to a point in the 
north line of Sassafras street 3 feet 10 inches, west of 
the eastern face of the building on the west side of Wa- 
ter street. 

Thence from a point in the south line of Sassafras 
street 4 feet 5 inches, west of the eastern face of a 





building on the west side of Water street, in a straight 
line to a point in the north line of Mulberry street, 4 
feet 4 inches west of the eastern face of a building on 
the west side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the south line of Mulberry 
street 4 feet 1 inch west of the eastern face of a build- 
ing on the west side of Water street, in a straight line 
toa point 7 feet south of the south line of Stephen Gi- 
rard’s store, No. 26 North Water street, and4 feet west 
of the eastern face of a building on the west side of 
Water street. Thence in a straight line toa point in 
the north line of High street, 4 feet 10 inches west of 
the eastern face of a building on the west side of Water 
street. 

Thence from a point in the south line of High street, 
4 feet 6 inches west of the eastern face of a buildin 
on the west side of Water street, in a straight line to a 
point in the north line of Chestnut street, 4 feet 10 
inches west of the eastern face of a building on the 
west side of Water street. 

Thence froma point in the south line of Chestnut 
street, 5 feet west of the eastern face of a building on 
the west side of Water street, ina straight line to a 
point opposite the middle of Tunn Alley, 5 feet 5 inch- 
es west of the eastern face of a building onthe west 
side of Water street. ‘Thence ina straight line to a 
point 8 feet north of a range with the north line of the 
Mariners’ Church, 4 feet 6 inches west of the eastern 
face of a building on the west side of Water street. 
Thence in a straight line to a point in the north line of 
Water street, 4 feet 6 inches west of the eastern face of 
a building on the west side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the south line of Walnut 
street, 5 feet 9 inches west of the eastern face of a 
building on the west side of Water street, in a straight 


‘line to a point 328 feet south of Walnut street, and 4 


feet 10 inches west of the eastern face of a building on 
the west side of Water street. Thence in a straight 
line to a point 100 feet north of Dock street, 4 feet 6 
inches west of the eastern face of a building on the 
west side of Water street—thence in a straight line pa- 
rallel to Front street to a point in the north line of Dock 
street. 

Thence from a point in the north line of Dock street 
39 feet east of the point last above mentioned, in a 
straight line toa point 100 feet north of Dock street, 
and 4 feet 6 inches east of the western face of a build- 
ing on the east side of Waterstreet. Thence ina straight 
line to a point 2 feet 6 inches east of the western face 
of a building on the east side of Water street. Thence 
in a straight line to a point in the south line of Walnut 
street, 10 feet 4 inches east of the western face of a 
building on the east side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the north line of Walnut 
street 6 feet 4 inches east of the western face of a build- 
ing on the east side of Water street, ina straight line to 
a point 47 feet south of Tunn alley, and 3 feet 6 inches 
east of the western face of a building on the east side of 
Water street. Thence ina straight line toa point in 
the middle of Tunn alley, 3 feet 6 inches east of the 
range of the western face of a building onthe south east 
corner of Water street and Tunn alley. Thence in a 
straight line to a point on the south line of Chesnut 
street, 5 feet east of the western face of a building on 
the east side of Water street. 

Thence froma point in the north line of Chesnut 
street 4 feet 10 inches east of the western face of a 
building on the east side of Water street, in a straight 
line to a point in the south line of High street, 4 feet 6 
inches east of the western face of a building on the east 
side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the north line of High street 
4 feet 6inches east of the western face of a building on 
the east side of Water street, ina straight line to a point” 
7 feet south of a range with the south line of S. Girard’s 
store, No. 26 north Water street, 8 inches west of the 
western face of a building on the east side of Water 
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street. Thence ina straight line to a point in the south 
line of Mulberry street, 2 feet 6 inches east of the west- 
ern face of a building op the east side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the north line of Mulberry 
street 4 feet 4 inches east of the western face of a build- 
ing on the east side of Water street, in a straight line to 
a pointin the south line of Sassafras street, 1 foot 9 
inches east of the western face of a building on the east 
side of Water street. 

Thence from a point in the north line of Sassafras 
street, 1 foot 10 inches east of the western face of a 
building on the east side of Water street, in a straight 
line to a point in the south line of Vine street, 6 inches 
east of the western face of a building on the east side of 
Water street. 

The above described lines are laid out parallel to the 
cartway in Water street, and at the distance of 10 feet 
6 inches therefrom on each side of the street; the cart- 
way is regularly 18 feet in breadth throughout the 
whole distance from Vine to Dock street. 

Water street formerly called Plumb street, from 
Dock to Pine street, is now open and in use, 50 feet wide, 
having a cartway 30 feet in breadth, and footways 10 
feet in breadth, on each side. 

Penn street from Pine to Cedar street is now open 
and in use,50 feet wide, having a cartway 30 feet wide, 
and footways each 10 feet wide from Pine to Lombard 
street alley—and a cartway 26th feet wide, and foot- 
ways each 12 feet wide from Lombard street alley to 
Cedar street. 

Little Water street as it is usually called, extends 
from Lombard street alley to Cedarstreet, and east of 
Penn street, it has no communication with Penn or Wa- 
ter street, except along Lombard street alley, and 
therefore can hardly be considered as a part of Water 
street, intended to be widened and straightened con- 
formably to the aforesaid will. 


Mr. Pettit as chairman of the committee of confer- 
ence relative to the report of the Library committee, 
made the following report and resolution, which were 
adopted. 

The committee of conference appointed to endeavor 
to effect a union of sentiment in relation to the resolu- 
tion attached to the report of the Library committee on 
the subject of ‘‘Hazarp’s Reetster,” respectfully re- 
port: 

. That they have carefully attended to the duty assign- 
ed to them,and have agreed to recommend the adoption 
of the following resolution, viz. 

Resolved, by the Select and Common Councils, that 
the Clerks of the Councils be instructed to purchase 
three copies of the volumes already published, of Ha- 
zard’s Register of Pennsylvania; and that it shall be 
their duty to procure three copies of the subsequent 
volumes, as the same shall be respectively completed 
and published; and that one copy of said work be plac- 
edin the Select Council Chamber, one copy in the 
Common Council Chamber, and one copy in the May- 
or’s office. 

Mr. Groves moved to take up for consideration, the 
report of the committee to improve Chesnut street 
wharf, on Schuylkill, which was agreed to, and he then 
offered the following resolution which was adopted, and 


Messrs. Groves, Massey, Sexton and Patterson were ap- 
pointed the committee. 

Resolved, that the report of the committee appointed 
to report a plan for the improvement of the city proper- 
ty on the east side of the river Schuylkill, and south of 
the permanent bridge, be postponed for the present, 
and that two members be added to that committee from 
the Select and two members from the Common Council, 








and that the plan and report be re-committed to the 
committee thus enlarged. 

Mr. Lippincorr, as chairman of the committee of 
Ways and Means, made the annual report, which .was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Masser offered the annexed resolution, which 
was adopted, and Messrs. Massey, Neff, Horn and Old- 
enburg, were appointed that cemmittee. 

Resolved, by the Select and Common Councils, that 
a committee of two meiabers of each Council be ap- 
pointed to cause to be surveyed, anda plan made for 
laying out a passage or street on the east part of the ci- 
ty of Philadelphia, fronting the river Delaware, not less 
than twenty-one feet wide, and to be called Delaware 
Avenue, extending from South or Cedar street to Vine 
street, all along the east partjof Water street squares, 
and western side of the logs which form the head of 
the docks or thereabouts, and that they be authorized 
to call to their aid the City Surveyor, and to employ 
such other qualified persons as they may judge proper. 

Mr. Groves offered the annexed resolution which 
was laid on the table. 

With the view of carrying into effect that part of the 
will of Stephen Girard, which makes it the duty of the 
corporation of the city of Philadelphia, to erect build- 
ings suitable for a College on the place and in the man- 
ner described in the said will, therefore 

Resolved, by the Select and Common Councils, that 
a joint committee, consisting of members of each 
Council be appointed for the purpose of advertising for 
and procuring plans for the said college, and such 
outbuildings as may be necessary to accommodate 300 
students, and that the said committee be authorized to 
offer a premium of dollars, for the plan which may 
be approved of,and collars for the one next in point 
of merit, and for the third best plan dollars, which 
plans when received shall be reported to Councils, at a 
special meeting which shall be called for that purpose, 
who shall determine the premiums aforesaid. 

The Select Council adjourned to meet on Tuesday 
evening next. 


From the Philadelphia Ariel. 
A DAY IN CHESTER. 


We ventured to recommend the village of Chester 
to our readers, a few weeks ago, since which we have 
again passeda day very pleasantly in the neighborhood. 
Leaving the city at seven in the morning, you land on 
the pier at Chester in less than two hours, after break- 
fasting on board that floating palace, the William Penn. 
Besides the charm of cultivated society, to be met with 
in the village, the ground is rendered doubly interesting 
by the historical associations which connect themselves 
with it. 

At the distance of about a mile above Chester, imme- 
diately on the bank ofthe creek, are extensive quarries, 
where large quantities of stone are procured and sent 
down the river in boats. Here they are shipped in larger 
vesels, and conyeyed principally to the Breakwater, 
now constructing near the entrance to Delaware Bay. 
The stone is obtained in large irregular masses, and is a 
rough granite, consisting of an aggregation of quartz, 
felspar and hornblende, irregularly combined, 

We observed traversing the quarries, an occasional 
vein of sulphuret of iron, or pyrites, of afine gold lustre, 
but imperfect in its crystalization; and some tolerably 
good specimens of tourmalin, though the crystals were 
notlarge. A fine lamellated felspar, of a pale red co- 
lor, is abundant, and in some places it is found of a 
green tinge. ' 

At this place we met Mr. W. C. Lytle, the son of 
the proprietor of the quarries, to whose polite 
attention we are indebted for much of the satisfac. 
tion resulting from our excursion. Leaving the quar- 
ries, he conducted us by a wild romantic path, about 
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a half mile farther up the creek, where near an old de- 
serted saw-mill, we found the traces of an ancient mine. 
Two shafts appear to have been sunk here, which are 
yet visible, but filled with water, and overgrown by 
bushes and briers. A considerable quantity of the rub- 
bish drawn from the mine is yet lying about the place, 
from an examination of whicli it is apparent that the 
shafts were sunk chiefly through a clear white quartz, 
containing veins of copper and molybdxna. ; 

The ore of copper which we observed here in the 
greatest quantity, is the yellow feruginous sulphuret, 
though the green carbonate and several other varieties 
may also be found. ‘The su/phuret of molybdena is 
abundant, and so nearly resembles graphile or plumba- 
go (vulgarly called black lead) as not to be easily dis- 
tinguished from it by mere external characters. The 
two minerals are, however, essentially distinct in their 


chemical composition; the plumbago being a carburet of | 


tron, i. e. iron combined with a large proportion of car- 
bon, while the other is the metal called molybdzna, 
combined with sulphur. It is a rare metal, and we are 
not aware that it has been applied to any use. _Tlrose 
persons who may desire specimens to add to their cabi- 
net collections of minerals, may obtain them without 
difficulty at this place. 

We were informed by Mr. Edward Jackson, an in- 
telligent old gentleman whom we met at the mine, that 
about.thirty years ago, three assays were made of the 
copper ore obtained here; the average result of which 
was 53 per cent. of copper, with 48 ounces of silver in 
every 160 pounds, and ashe says, one grain of gold in 
each ounce of the ore. Before any great depth had 
been obtained, the progress of the work was suspended, 
owing to the want of funds, and it has ever since been 
neglected. But from the awakened attention, mani- 
fested at present to the mineral treasures of our coun- 
try, we venture to predict that the work at this place 
will be resumed at no very distant day. The strong 
probability of obtaining large quantities of rich ore by 
sinking the shaft to a greater depth, may induce some 
of our enterprising capitalists to make an attempt to 
render this mine productive. 





From the Easton Whig. 
A SKETCH OF EASTON. 


Perhaps there are few places that possess more at- 
tractions and afford more pleasures than that of old ro- 
mantic Easton, and I may add, that for few places has 
nature done more, or been more various in her gifts. A 
place blessed with peace and plenty, and producing 
girls that the state cannot vie with in point of beauty, 
sociability and refined manners. But to proceed, the 
site of Easton is upon a plain, situated on the west side 
of the river Delaware, and between the river Lehigh 
and the Bushkill creek, surrounded by hills, north, east, 
south and west, forming one of the most rich and pic- 
turesque appearances imaginable. 

Easton is incorporated into a borough, and is the seat 
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| post office, 6 watch and silversmith shops, 9 millinery 
| shops, 47 confectionary and huckster-shops, 6 saddler 
| shops, 13 taverns, 2 book stores and 1 bookbinder, 3 
| tanneries, 3 currier shops, 15 shoe shops and 3 fancy 
shoe stores, 12 tailor shops, 6 tobacco and segar manu- 
factories, 3 hatter shops, 5 barber shops 8 cooper shops, 
2 rope manufactories, 2 candle and soap do., 2 stone cut- 
ters, 2 mill stone manufactories, 6 lumber yards, 9 cabi- 
| net and chair manufactories, 1 brush do. 5 tin and cop- 
| per smiths, 3 bakeries, 7 butchers, 2 gunsmiths, 2 lock 
smiths, 8 blacksmiths, 21 carpenter shops, 5 mill wrights, 
| 10 coverlet weavers, 5 coach and wagon manufactories, 
| 1 pump-maker, 1 gilder, 3 brass and iron foundries, 3 
| livery stables, 8 merchant mills, 4 oil mills, 2 distilleries, 
2 breweries, and about 40 Durham boats, among others 
_there are many brick and stone masons, plasterers, 
painters, boat builders, &c. &c. 

There are 4 bridges, viz: the Delaware bridge, a 
stately structure, unites the Pennsylvania with the Jer- 
sey shore; the Lehigh bridge unites Easton with Wil 
liams township; the remaining 2 cross the Bushkill 
creek, and unite Easton with Butzville and Meixellville. 
There is one Library, a large and commodious building, 
containing upwards of 3000 volumes and manuscripts, 
together with an elegant and splendid cabinet of mine- 
rals, and many interesting natural curiosities. There 
are also several private schools where the different 
branches of languages and sciences are taught, toge- 
ther with embroidery, music, ornamental and plain 
needle work. 

Easton is advantageously supplied with fresh, pure 
water, conveyed in iron pipes from a spring about a 
mile from the borough, through all parts of the town, 
which renders it highly convenient, useful and import- 
ant to the community. 

There are 5 engines, 3 hose carriages, and about 
2300 feet of hose, all of which are under the superin- 
tendence of young men, who are active, vigilant and at- 
| tentive—there are also 2 volunteer companies and one 
| troop of horse, whose equal for the correctness of 

manual exercises, splendid equipage and soldier-like 
appearances, cannot be found in the State. 

Easton is well provided with professional gentlemen; 
there are no less than 5 divines, who are strong advo- 
cates of the sacred truths, 7 physicians, 13 lawyers, 5 
justices of the peace, 3 constables, and one chief bur- 
gress, and all of whom are strict and zealous in the dis- 

| charge of their duties. XERXES. 























From the American Sentinel. 
Messrs. Editors—Having seen a paragraph in one of 
the daily papers respecting the old sign of the Bull’s 
Head, which recently hung for so many years in Straw- 
| berry street, and attributing it to the pencil of the late 

Sir Benjamin West, I beg leave through the columns 
of your paper to contradict the same, and likewise to 
give ‘“chonour to whom honour is due.” The aforesaid 
sign was painted by one Bernard Wilton, an English 
artist who visited the country in the’year 1760. He 
kept a small shop at the corner of Strawberry street 








of justice for the county of Northampton. It is about | and Chestnut, and followed the business of painting 
fifty-six miles north of Philadelphia, seventy-three | and glazing for several years after the tavern was es- 
miles south-west of New York, and twelve miles north- | tablished, when he returned to England with a conside- 
east from Bethlehem. Easton, contains, according to the ; rable sum of money which he had acquired by untiring 
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census taken in 1830 a population of about 3700 souls; | industry. 


there are between 5 and 600 dwelling houses, one-third 
of which are brick. It has five buildings devoted to 
worship, one of which has lately been erected 

y the Lutheran congregation of Easton. The interior 
is handsomely finished; during evening service it is 
brilliantly lighted by chandeliers and astral lamps and 
for neatness and durability its equal can scarcely be 
found—the exterior of the building is not y et finished; 
also, one court-liouse, 2 banks, 1 academy, 33 retail 
stores, 3 drug & medicine stores, one jail, one market 
house, one wholesale grocery and liquor store, 4 print- 
ing presses, from which issue five weekly papers, 1 


I will relate an anecdote connected with the origin 
of this sign. Wilton was sitting one day in the tavern, 


| previous to any sign being hung out,and was conversing 


with the landlord about a subject for one, when a bull 
furiously pushed his head through the window and 
broke several decanters and glasses. This little inci- 
dent was immediately seized upon by the facetious 
painter, who humorously exclaimed, “‘I tell you what, 
landlord, that bull has been one of the best customers 
| you have had to-day, and in respect to so worthy a 


rance.”’ 


| a you ought always to keep him in remem- 
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The landlord was at a loss to know in what manner | representing the moons. These moons are carried 
this might be done. Wilton soon cleared the matter | round by -a similar number of brass arms. It has four 
by telling him that he would paint the resemblance of | deep-toned steel sounding bars, which indicate the an- 
his worthy patron, that he might always have him in } nual revolutions of Mercury, Venus, the Earth, and the 
view. He accordingly painted the above sign, which | Moon. The Globes are illuminated by a chemical 
has been hoaxed on an English gentleman as Sir Benja- | preparation, which is vastly superior to the lamps here- 





min West’s. Yours, &c. °76. 





TOWANDA. 


It is supposed that 1,600,000 shingles will be sent to 
market this spring from one township, in this county. 
About a million’will go from this place, and Monroe will 
send several hundred thousand. A great many feet of 
boards will also be sent to market from this county. 
We should be pleased, if we were enabled to say, that 
two or three hundred thousand bushels of wheat were 
about to be sent from the county—this, we are sorry to 
say, we cannotdoandtellthe truth. Although the land 
in this county is good for most kinds of grain, we are 
obliged to pay $1 for wheat whilst it is selling all around 
us for 75 and 80 cents. The produce of a farm com- 
mands a better price in this county than in any other 
county in the state the same distance from market, and 
a good farmer can make himself independent ina few 
years. — Bradford Settler. 





CARPET FACTORY. 


The committee of the ‘‘ Franklin Institute of the State 
of Pennsylvania for the promotion of the Mechanic 
Arts,” appointed at the request of Isaac Macauly, to 
examine and report the condition of the manufacto- 
ry of carpeting, recently established by him at Bush 
Hill, near Philadelphia, respectfully report-— 


That they have visited the establishment and that the 
proprietor afforded them every facility for a satisfacto- 
ry investigation. The carpeting made there consists of 
the varieties usually denominated Brussels, common 
Venitian, Brussels Venitian, Damask Venitian, and In- 
grain. The looms and the apparatus connected with 
them are of the most approved construction, embracing 
all the most eligible modern improvements; and the 
workmen appear to be skilful and intelligent, nearly all 
of them having learned their business in the carpet ma- 
nufactories of Kiderminsterin England. Aftera care- 
ful examination of the several kinds of carpeting made 
at this factory, the committee do not hesitate to express 
the opinion, that in the materials used, as well as in the 
colors, patterns, and workmanship, they: will bear an 
advantageous comparison with the imported fabrics, both 
as to quality and price—and that our country is much 


tofore used for that purpose. 








Office of the Delaware and Hudson Canal Company. 
Honespaz, May 12, 1832. 


Received at Honesdale from Carbondale, during one 
| week ending this day, 943 rail-road wagons, containing 
| 25574 tons coal. Also, received during the week, 49 
rail-road wagons, containing 77,000 feet lumber. 

Total amount of coal received since 2d of April last, 
11,830 tons; total amount of lumber received in same 
| time 299,000 feet. J. B. WALTON, Collector. 








| Coat TrRavE oF THE ScavurLtK1LLt.—Descended last 
| week with coal, 





| 156 boats carrying tons 5,379 
| 626 per last report 22,162 
782 . 27,541 





Coat Trane or THE Leaicn.—Coal despatched from 
Mauch Chunk for the week ending 5th mo. 18th, 1832. 





50 boats carrying tons 1,992 
233 boats 12,576 
283 14,568 





The Schuylkill Navigation Company received, during 
the week ending on Saturday last, tolls to the amount 
of seven thousand six hundred dollars. — Miners’ Jou: ual. 





Mrtrorp, May 18. 
We were visited in this vicinity, on the night of the 


| 11th inst. witha slight frost; but we have not heard that 


| any damage was done either to the gardens or fruit. 


THE REGISTER. 
MAY 26, 1832. 














In the present number is commenced the report of 


ae. Apams, on the Bank of the United States. Our 


entire form would have been insufficient for its insertion 


| at once—we have therefore been compelled to divide 


it. The remainder of it, and of the proceedings of 


indebted to Mr. Macauly for his assiduous and success- | Councils, will appear next week. 


ful exertions to establish efficiently, the manufacture of 
so many varieties of an article calculated to promote the 
comfort, and to embellish the halls and parlours of his 
fellow-citizens. 

SAMUEL J. ROBBINS, Chairman. 


Philadelphia, May 15, 1832. 





ORRERY. 


Messrs. Hawter-and Garpwer, of York, Pa. have 
completed an Orrery, said to surpass any thing of the 
kind in this country. The following notice thereof, is 
from the York Republican: 

‘The Orrery represents the rotary motion of the 
Sun, the orbital and diurnal movements of Mercury, 
Venus, Earth, Mars, Jupiter and his four moons, Saturn 
surrounded by two bright rings and seven moons, and 
Herschel with six moons, and the orbital motion of all 
the satellites, 

‘¢ The machine has thirty-nine brass wheels support- 
ed by twobrass plates; seven arms, (the longest of which 
is 13 feet 9 inches) on the end of which are seven large 
glass globes, representing the seven primaries, sur- 
rounded by eighteen small glasses (all illuminated) 





During the present week, there have been several 
days of cold, rainy weather. On one night, there was a 
severe frost in the neighborhood. Fires have been 
found very comfortable. We understand from differ- 
ent portions of the country, that there is a prospect of 
abundant crops, notwithstanding the unfavorable ap- 
pearances during the former part of the season. 





On Tuesday afternoon, a very numerous town meet- 
ing was held in the State House yard, at which resolu- 
tions were adopted expressive of disapprobation of the 
proceedings in relation to receiving subscriptions to 
the Girard Bank Stock. 
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